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cratic Secretary of the Treasury, who it is said has himself cont ed 
$10,000 to the campaign, and of whom it is said, whether ts | 
or not I do not know. that his nearest relative has contributed tw 
as much. 

It seems to me to be pretty small business for the Democratic party 
to be now attempting to get money out of the subordinate officials and 
clerks of the Government with the vast agencies that they have for tl 





ey. In looking over the deposits in the national 


collection of mone: 

banks I found several banks that held a million doll the people’s 
money. J found some banks that held $1,100,000 of the ] 
money, and for that they had deposited simply $1,000,600 of Govern- 
ment bonds. I do not say but thatitis safe. I do not say lat 
the money is safe in the national banks, but I do say when the Goy- 
ernment is a debtor to the extent of a thousand million dollars 
more, drawing on an average more than 4 percent., it would have been 
in the interest of public economy and public decency that this money 
should have been paid on the publie debt, when it might have been 
paid on the public debt in such a way as to have saved to the Govern- 
ment at least 2 or 24 per cent. upon the money from which no benefit 
whatever is now derived, except, as suggested on my right, for cam- 
paign purposes. 

Before the session closes I propose to go into details to show the 
enormous amount of money that has been lying in the Treasury of the 
United States when bonds might have been bought at prices that Would 
have paid the Government on its money a fair interest, an interest 
almost equal to what the Government investors are now realizing on 
their bonds when you consider the premium. 

But, Mr. President, I do not propose upon this resolution to go into 
any examination of this question. I only rose to reply to what the 
Senator from Missouri had said on one point. I want to add further 
before I sit down that I do not myself know, when there is certified to 
a public officer from the Civil Service Commission a list to be appointed, 
how it is possible for him to know, without a violation of his official 
oath, whether they are Democrats or whether they are Republicans. I 
understand that the man who whispers in his ear that the appointee is 
either a Democrat or Republican is guilty of a misdemeanor under the 
law, and I understand that he who communicates that secret is no 
more guilty than the man who receives it. 

If to-day there is in the administration of public affairs any method 


peop! Ss 
but tl 


and 


m™m 


iit 


adopted or winked at by which the appointing power can know 
political position or political belief or political affiliation of the men 
appointed, not only is that officer guilty of an infraction of the law 
but some citizen must also have been guilty of an infraction of the law 
who furnishes him with the information. I called attention to that 
yesterday, and I only want now to call attention to the statute, bi 


cause the Senator from Missouri seemed to think that it was perfectly 
consistent with proper administration thatthe Department should kno\ 
and should then, if it saw fit, make a selection of Democrat 


to the ex- 


clusion of Republicans. Section 5 of the act of January 16, 1883, d: 
clares that if any person shail— 

Report upon the examination or proper standing of any p n €xam 
hereunder, or aid in so doing, or who shall willfully and corruptly make any 
false representations concerning the same or concerning the personexamined, 





or who shall willfully and corruptly furnish toany personany sp or sec! 
information for the purpose of either improving or injuring the prospects or 
chances of any person so examined, or to be examined, bei ointed, en 
ployed, or promoted, shall for each such offense be deemed gu 


a misc 
meanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished bya fine of not lessthan 
$100, nor more than $1,000, or by imprisonment not iess than te 
than one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment 


y of 


lays, nor! 


I repeat, if there is any knowledge as to the political c 
these applicants conveyed to any oflicer who has the power of appoint- 
ment, unless it is conveyed by the applicant himself, the conveyor and 
the receiver are both guilty of a misdemeanor under the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resolutions be read. 

Mr. HALE. There is an amendment pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine had aright 
to modify his original resolution. It will be treated as one proposition, 
with the modification included. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that an order has been issued fromthe War Department 
in form and terms as follows: 
**T Confidential. } 
“WAR DEPARTMENT, ORDNANCE OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 4, 1886, 

“To the commanding officers of the national armories at Springfield, Mass., and 

Rock Island, Ill., and of the United States arsenals at New Yorl:, \West Troy, N. Y., 

and Philadelphia, Pa., Boston, Mass., Benicia, Cal., etc. : 


“Str: While arsenals and the armories are not intended to be converted into 
political machines, two political parties in this country are recognized, It is 
therefore ordered that hereafter, in employing and discharging em ployés of any 
and all grades, other things being equal and qualifications satisfactory, Demo- 
crats will be favored ; the object being to divide the force in the different grades 
gradualiy between Democrats and Republicans. Thisrule wil! apply to women 
and children, as wellas to men, and will be strictly enforced. 

“* Respectfully, your obedient servant, 





“8, V. BENET, | 
“ Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, U. 8. Army.” 
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Mr. HOAR. I should like for own sati yn, if the mover of 
the resolution has no objection, to ascert also another fact, and that 
is what measures have been taken by the War Department to learn the 

| political opinions of the women and children in its employ. I will 


move to add that to the resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Massachn- 
setts send the proposed amendment to the desk ? 

Mr. HOAR. I will dictate it to the Secretary At the end of the 
first resolution I move to add: 

And also to inform the Senate what measures ve been taken b Ww 
Department to learn the political opinions of the women and child n its 
employ. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection tothat. I think it is a proper 


amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo 


air und Senator 


The Cl 











é 
from Maine to modify his first resolution so as to include what has 
been dictated. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp Ihe resolutions will be read as 
moditied. 

The Secretary read as follows 

2esolved, That the Secretary of War be,and is hereby, directed to forthwith 
transmit to the Senate full infor on as to tl rder above named, and to 
state fully what necessities of the Depart: tr ed t said order should 
I sued; and to further inform the Senate why an ord ssued f t n 

ry department of the Government upon publi business. was m j or 

ntial;” and also to report fully all changes that have bee ude ers 
employed in the United States arsenals and ar riea since said 
issued: and esp cially to inform the Senate wheth« Is ! 
the wife and children of a former Union soldier have | 1 removed under said 
rder; and also to inform the Senate what measures have be taken | ‘ 
War Department to learn the political opinions of t :and ire 
its empioy 
joived, That the Secretary of War is further directed to trans to the Se 
ite copies OF any ther orders or circulars relating to the ipioyn f pe 
isin any part of said Department since March 4, 1585, tog er with 
ill correspondence between the Department and any « its officers or * nt 
nates or any other person relating to the politics of any of emp 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I sup; this 1 lution has 
answered the purpose for which it was brought bef the Senate t 
has furnished the text for a tirade against the Administration 1 t! 
Democratic party and against the people of th I suppose 
that was the object proposed in ing th I ot de 
sire to enter into the kind of discussion that has bee lulged in with 
reference to it, but I want to expr my opinion in regard to the ch 
acter of the debate which has ensued uponit. In n 1m dg 
ment such debate in such 2 cause and on such a resolution is disrepu 
table to this body. 

The Federal Administration has been atiacked, } inisrepresented 
been traduced, simply for the purpose of capt iring votes int oun 
try in the next Presidentialelection. That is the truth and the whol 
truth about this entire debat Che President of t United States has 


ledge heh 
hile 


W 


entage of Republicans opposed to hi 


been held up as a violat 
to the subject of civ 
very large | 
to keep him out of the Presidential office, while 
lieve, just cause of complaint n polit 
which he has shown to the other side of this Cha 
of the other side of this Chamber, he is n 
tial election, traduced as a violator of plighted 1 
held up before the country in that char: 
or excuse whatever. 

It is true that many changes have been mad: » Presider 
land came into office, but I venture nothing in saying that in the great 
majority of cases where the changes have occurred they have taken 
place upon the expiration of the terms of the incumbents that he found 
in office. There have been some removals and there ought to have 
been many more, but he has been lenient towards his political foes and 
suffered them to hold on to the offices which they occupied when he 
came into power until their terns of office had expired. In the State 
in which I live we have but one collector of customs, not a very im- 
portant office, because the State is a very small State; the late incum- 
bent of that office was appointed in the last few months of President 
Arthur’s term, and yet he was permitted by President Cleveland to fill 


orot every 


li-service reiorm. 
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to his ow 
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out his term of office, having at his command a certain class of patron- 
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discharge a faithful official simply because he was a Republican, pro- 
vided there was not an undue proportion of Republicans in the service 
over which I presided; but { would turn out, whether he was a Dem- 
ocrat or a Republican, every man v inefficient, every man who 
was a lazy drone, every man who did not perform his duti 
torily to me as head of the department. 

I shall not liscussion about the 


ho was 
es satisfac- 


enter into this gen people of the 





South indulged in by the Senator from Colorado. Reckless assertions 
| are frequently made without evidence, too frequently made for the 
good reputation of the Senate of the United States. I shall not enter 
into the discussion about the contributions to political funds, 


| gitimate expenses of the party to 
| bravely acknowledged that he would 


| everywhere, contribute som 


age affecting light-houses down in the Delaware Bay as well as the as- 
Si t collectors of customs, etc., throughout the State. With that fact 
standing out—and it not an isolated fact, for similar cases have oc- 
c I with reference to collectors of customs with reference to 
other oflicers all over this country—the President has suffered the 
pa term to expire of its own limitation and then filled the office 
with riend of his Administration. Yet he has been maligned, been 
misrepresented both as to his motives and his action. 

Chis resolution was introduced for the purpose of furnishing an oc- 
casio ose, to indulge in these harangues and tirades against the 
Federal Ac istration. 1 want to express myself with reference to 
this 1 n. What does it mean? It seems the Secretary of War, 
ol ofiicial under him, gave an order the purpose of which he says 
y the employés between the two great parties. He says, 
in sO Many wo that the object of that order was to divide the force 
in the dillerent grades gradually between Democrats and Republicans. 
He places filled by Republicans, and very naturally he de- 
Bir | ty desires, and as the country knows he has a right, to 
give to th n of his own way of thinking an equal share in the 
emoluments that are derived from these offices. 

I have not been as many changes as ought to have been made. 
I heard time ago of a bureau in the Treasury Department wher 
th ere from twenty to twenty-five officials above the class that are | 
subject to the civil-service law, and not more than four or tive changes | 
hav en ule in that bureau since the Administration came into 
po I do not hesitate to say thatif I had been Secretary of the 
Tre ry and any bureau officer under me had retained such a propor- 
tion of political enemies in his office, I should dismiss him from 
the office and put in a man who would make proper changes, and if | 


were the President of the United States, 1 would see that every head | 


of Department should mete out justice in his appointments to the party 

that placed I should be guilty of ingratitude if I did 

not do it, if 1 had knowledge that such was not the case. . 

| have not much respect for this civil-service reform, I mean for the 
itory form provided for. 


me in power. 


Sta 


given something to defray the le- 


which they belong. I suppose they 
The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar 
it, and he intended to do it in 
ity. I suppose men do that 
ething of their means to the support and 
maintenance and defraying the legitimate expenses of the party to 
which they belong. All these criticisms about the check of the Presi- 
dent, about the checks of the heads of departments, and all such stuff 
falls idly upon the public mind. 

Ve ilutter ourselves, I suppose, that we shape public opinion and 
make votes for our party by these discussions, but I have no hesita- 
tion+in saying that there has been no discussion within the last thirty 
days in this Chamber that has had any effect upon the public mind, or 
will change the public vote in any section of this country. In the 
earlier stages of this session, when the tariff question was brought 
prominently before the mind of the American people by the vigorous 
message of the President of the United States, there was discussion 
which was necessary and proper jor the information of the country; 
but the people have drunk in the wholesome sentiments of the Presi- 
dent’s message, and are imbued with the sentiments which he has ad- 
vanced, and all these discussions of late amount to but little. In fact, 
so far as the influencing of votesis concerned, I would rather have the 


I suppose that men have alway 


will always do it. 


this campaign 


1 


| influence of a half a dozen green grocers located at the cross-roads 


I believe in civil-service reform and I be- | 


lieve that the parties charged by the Constitution and laws of this coun- | 
try with the responsibility of administering the Government ought to | 


see that the agents it has in its employ are men of capacity, men of in- 
tegrity, men of honesty, men of fidelity to the trust reposed in them. 
I believe in that kind of civil-servicereform. I believe that every man 
selected for public office ought to be faithful to the duties intrusted to 
his care. Whether he is a Democrat or Republican, he should be a 
faithtul man. I would not bea public butcher and cut the throat of 
every man who differs from me in politics; but I would give tothe Re- 
publean party, if I were President, no advantage over my own friends 
in the distribution of the patronage of the Government. While I be- 
lieve in that kind of civil-service reform which holds the agents of the 
Government to the strictest responsibility and the strictest fidelity, I do 
not believe in that kind of civil-service reform that provides for a tom- 
petitive examination, and that a man who can pass before a commission 
the best examination, a man giving the best answers to the questions 
propounded, must necessarily be preferred to other men. 

There is many a dead-beat, there is many a man that has not char- 
acter enough to sustain him in his neighborhood, who can pass a bet- 
ter civil-service examination than many worthy men fully competent 
to discharge all the duties and who would be faithful in the discharge 
of the duties committed to their care; and yet because the fellow has 
had a better education, has been sent perhaps to some college and 
graduated there, with not energy enough to make the money that buys 
the bread to feed him, too lazy or too indolent often to be of any service 
in any position in life, is selected because he has passed a civil-service 
examination at a higher grade than some worthy man fully competent 
and familiar with the duties required of him. He is kept in the back- 
ground while this dead-beat, this man whose advantages in early life 
were superior may have the place which ought to have been given to 
this worthy man. I believe in no such civil-service reform as that. 

If I had my way, I would repeal the statute and revoke every rule 
and order that has been made under it by President Cleveland or any- 
dy else. I have but little patience with that kind of civil-service 
‘form. You may go through now any of these Departments, and there 
are men whom President Cleveland found there, some of whom are 
destitute of character and many of them destitute of that industry and 
those qualifications which fit men forthe positions. I went myself to 
one of the Secretaries some two or three years ago and I said to him, 
** You have a man in youremploy that I meetoccusionally; he is drunk 
every time I see him.’’ ‘* Well, sir,’’ said he, ‘‘tell me whohe is and 
I will turn him out.’’ ‘‘T will not do it,’’ said I, ‘* because you will 
not let me have anything to say as to who will fill his place. If you 
will not allow me any consideration as to who shall fill his place, Iam 
not willing to act as a spy on your men and have them turned out. I 
shall not assist you, because you will not assist me and my friends in 
getting places.”’ 

There is that class of men in the service, and they ought to be turned 
out, whether Mr, Cleveland or Mr, Harrison is elected. I would not 


b 
ré 


throughout the country than all the influence which these political ti- 
rades in this Chamber can make for any party. 

Mr. President, I shall not enterintothose discussions. I couldarraign 
the Republican party for its past malfeasance and misfeasance and 
wrong-doings if I saw proper, but I stand here to say that no man 
can lay his hands upon any corruption of the present Administration. 
Whatever may be the faults of Mr. Cleveland in other respects, his ad- 
ministration has been clean and pure. ‘There have been no contracts 
given out with the distinct understanding that contributions should be 
made by the contractors in the public service to aid the political party 
to which they belonged. I do not say that such contracts ever were 
made, but men have been greatly slandered who have held public posi- 
tions in this country if such were not the fact; but so far as this Ad- 
ministration is concerned I defy any living man to bring home to the 
Administration, to the knowledge of President Cleveland or any head 
of Department, any single instance of corruption, direct or indirect, 
remote or immediate. While I have not been myself the most fulsome 
flatterer of the President of the United States, yet I take it upon my- 
self to say that no administration has ever been cleaner and purer, or 
more honest in its purposes and conduct with regard to the high func- 
tions committed to its care than the present Administration. And, 
sir, while President Cleveland may be traduced during this canvass in 
the vain hope that it will clip his wings in the flight he isto make over 
this country in November, he will live in the estimation of his coun- 
trymen, live in the history of his country, long alter his traducers are 
forgotten. : 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wonder, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] is tired of this debate. I am alittle 
surprised that in a peroration of such a flight and such a bold assertion 
of the immortality of the present Administration, he should not take 
more concern to assure the people for what it would live so long and 
for what it might be remembered so long. History discloses many in- 
stances of people who will live on its pages and in the memory of the 
world, not for any great good they have accomplished or any great 
achievement, but for far other reasons; and the wicked will be remem- 
bered, I am afraid, in these degenerate times, quite as long as any good 
that can be discovered in this present Administration. 

I rose, however, simply to state that the revelations of this debate 
are but the fulfillment of prophecy. Those who were here when the 
civil-service law was enacted, and will call to mind the debate which 
then occurred, will discover in what has been unfolded under this Ad- 
ministration just what the public were told was capable of being ac- 
complished under this law, even by those earnestly in favor, if possible, 
of some legislation that would work a cure of an evil so inbred as to be 
incurable by enactment and the result could come only by conversion. 

There were those who voted for this bill in sincerity and in an earne 
est effort to join with those who had more confidence in the efficacy 
of the bill than they had and who tried to the best of their ability to 
find some other form of law that would reach this great evil. ‘They 
were told then that under an administration so disposed this law might 
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When a President of the United States sha 
the courage, and the moral backing behind him on e1 
House to assemble seven men and say to each 
yur hands I[ place this portfolio, and I clothe you w 


power | have for the administration of the duties of y 





butif it goes wrong I hold you personally responsible for you 
and when that minister shall assemble the heads of th 

him necessary for the dis Sa ’ l 
them, ‘* I hold you personally responsible for the proper discharge 
duties of this bureau, and I give you carte blanche as to the in 

ity to work out that result, but what goes wrong in that bureau falls on 
your head ’’—I say when the time comes when a President 


] tepublican, can stand in the White House 


leyti nad ‘ 
Gaucies l Vs 








he be a Democrat or a 
inaugurate such a system as that, the civil service, in my opi: 
will be put on a proper basis. It will be improved or prostituted 
accordiag to the heart and purpose of the party that puts the | 
dent in the White House. 

When such a system of indi 


discharge of the duties of each 


1d personal respon 


e shall prevail, from the Pr 





clear down to the most immat ul, holding each « person 
responsible to his own head t is accomplished under h 
oflicial will stop in the emp t of any man under him to 
whether he be Republican or crat, but only whether he is the 
man possible for him to select to accomplish what must be: ymplis 





on pain OF omic al death. 

hat is the responsibility I long to see inaugurated in this ¢ 
ment. ‘That is the only responsibility I expect ever to see 
lift this civil service up out of party work and party dirt t 
exclusive devotion to the public service; and the depthof the mi 


which it will be dragged in each succeeding administration will 





measured only hy the disposition of those who are clothed for the ti) 
being with the power of administration. 

30 if was thought and so it was put upon record when this law wa 
enacted. Soit has proved in the first administration called upon to 
administer it. Never in all the history of party politics as connected 
with official life has there been such a demonstration of the differs 
between profession and practice in this regard as in this Adminis 
tion—an administration with all these practices brought home to 
with all these violations of professions which were accepted by those 
who placed it in power, before the country with solicitations for con- 
tributions contrived by a thin device deliberately for the purpose of 
escaping the phraseology of the law, with an extension of solicitation 
from the highest officer in the Government down to the humblest po 
liceman who walks in the shadows of the night about the streets of 
Washington City, with a universal address to all officers called upon, 
with percentage of salary named and fixed, to contribute their share 


in support of the party in power, now coming before the country in | 


these colors and in these garments for the verdict of the people. 

If this Administration with all its sins of commission and omission 
upon its shoulders shall be accepted again by the people, do they not 
have the indorsement that there is no length or depth of degradation 
and prostitution of the civil service to party behests that they are not 
justified in the future to indulge in? 

The Senator from Delaware may think this an unpleasant and per- 
haps he may think it an unprofitable subject of debate, when the con 


duct and course of this Administration is presented to the public for | 


] 
approval or disapproval, but to my mind if these pra , if the 
violations of pledges and professions shall go for naught with the Amer 
ican people, the civil service of this country has nothing to hope of 
elevation, efficiency, or purity under this Administration. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, Ihave been observing the operations 
of this civil-service law since its passage, hoping that a means had been 
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body is responsible, for it is a secret institution; nobody is responsible 
for its workings. It can besaid ‘‘according to the best examination this 
man has gone through;’’ and you have the places filled by unworthy 
men and nobody is responsible for the appointments. I say the old 
system of the Constitution, under which appointments were made on 
the recommendations of citizens, including members of Congress, whose 
recommendations were on file, so that somebody was responsible, was 
better than this secret system of thimble-rigging that has been recently 
invented. 

Mr. President, this law ought to be repealed for one reason if for no 
other: it is a law to promote duplicity and lying. It isa law the very 
execution of which will breed a race of rascals, because its method is 
secret and there is no responsibility anywhere. The people will learn 
of the secret waysofmanipulation. The President himself can not tell, 
nobody can tell the machinery by which men are worked into office. 
There is an examination on questions which may be as irrelevant to 
what the man is to do, what is required to be done, as possible, having 
no reference to it, and“when that is done he gets a certificate. If itis 
fairly done, it is an accident. This one or that one will get a position 
in advance or will by accident answer some very easy questions, have 
hard questions put to him and get through by accident without any 
real test of his qualifications for the place desired. Then comes the 
manipulation of the four names that are certified. 

The members of Congress who represent their districts are excluded; 
in fact, this law disqualifies them as witnesses. The testimony of a 
member of Congress can not be taken as to the qualifications of an ap- 
plicant for office. The testimony of the representatives of the people 
is inadmissible. The presumption is that the representatives of the 
people are not competent to testify before an officer having the appoint- 
ing power. Think of the idea that we are not! If that were true, if 
they are not as a mass fit to be believed on this question, this Govern- 
ment can not last a year. If the testimony of the representatives of 
the people of the United States in Congress assembled, who have been 
selected by the suffrages of the people of the various States, can not be 
taken as to the qualifications of persons for office, the country has reached 
a point where it can not exist. Such an idea is absurd. Their testi- 
mony ought to be received. 

This law goes on the supposition that the people only elect rogues to 
Congress, men who lie, whose testimony can not be received by those 
ofticials having the power of appointment. It is degrading to the pub- 
lie service to put such a provision in the law. It is demoralizing to it 
to say that members of Congress, who are responsible to their constitu- 
ents, can not testify as to the qualifications of an applicant, while some 
secret emissary, for money or for gain or for corruption can, by various 
arts, worm himself or some other person into office under this irrespon- 
sible régime or arrangement and you can not put your hand ona re- 
sponsible party. 

I say, for the honor of Congress, for the good of the service, we ought 
to return to the practice of holding somebody responsible for recom- 
mending persons to office. I know no better class to hold responsible 
than Senators and Membersof Congress. Itissaid they used their power 
for patronage; that they advanced themselves; that they got into office 
by this means their friends. I tell you, sir, if they make bad recom- 
mendations their appointments never dothem any good. L[haveknown 
many Members of Congress and Senators to be defeated for re-election 
because they made bad recommendations. 

But how will you defeat these secret, under-ground proceedings? 
How will you defeat the schemers who manipulate civil-service reform? 
Why should it be presumed that three men selected by the President who 
will take the position of commissioners will be better men than those 
selected by the people, when those three men are shielded from all re- 
sponsibility by pretending that they are doing it according to the rules, 
and that if anybody is to blame it is the rules and not they? I ask 
what presumption is there that these three men will be better men 
than members of Congress, and what presumption is there that these 
three men will know more? They can not know the character and 
standing of theapplicants. Itisimpossible. No one man in this coun- 
try can have a universal acquaintance. Their acquaintance islimited; 
they are liable to be imposed upon every day, and nobody is responsi- 
ble, and nobody can be called to account when a mistake is made in 
these examinations. 

Then, when the examination is over, four names are sent to the ap- 
pointing officer, and he shields himself under the certificate of exami- 
nation, and he is not responsible; and when you appeal to the Presi- 
dent he says, ‘‘All this is done under the civil-service rules; it isdone 
in pursuance of the law; I can not control it; I can not remedy the 
evil.”’ 

This is the system. Thereisnoredressanywhere. You may fillall 
the offices with irresponsible, worthless men under this system and 
there is no remedy. I say unless a better remedy than this can be 
devised, unless something better than the civil-service law can be in- 
vented, it had better be repealed and a law passed that nobody shall 
be prosecuted for what has already occurred under it. I think that 
would be a good idea right now before Congress adjourns to repeal 
the law and pass an act of oblivion, and let us know who appoints to 
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office, let us know who is responsible for it, and Jet us know something 
about it. “ 

[ do not believe in secret machines; I do not believe in secret organi- 
zations, because rogues who have time to attend to such matters will 
succeed and honest men will fail. I believe the honor of the country 
requires that an act of oblivion be passed for all violations of this law, 
which are numerous and which never can be punished in the very nat- 
ure of things, and, perhaps, ought not to be punished because the law 
itself is so defective. I think we ought to have an act of oblivion and 
start anew under the Constitution and let us know who puts men in 
ofiice and why they are put there and let our constituents know, and 
then I think we shall be able to make some improvement. 

We have now the spoils system under this law iutensified; the spoils 
system placed in the hands of spoilsmen alone, not placed in the hands 
of a man who is indorsed by his people, but placed in the hands of men 
who have the time to manipulate the system, in the hands of men who 
have no interest in the country, in the hands of secret agents, secret 
workers, and as long as you have this law you will have scandals un- 
der any administration, because as long as human nature remains the 
same trickery and fraud will be practiced where trickery and fraud are 
encouraged by law. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
on the passage of the resolutions ? 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolutions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be again read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions of Mr. HALE as modified. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have nottheslightest disposition to say 
a word about these resolutions, and tobe very frank I care nothing about 
them, but there are one or two expressions contained in them which I 
think entirely improper in resolutions of inquiry. If I caughttheread- 
ing correctly, and I listened as attentively as I could, the language is, 
‘* What orders have been issued as to the politics ’’—please read that 
over, Mr. Secretary. I object tothe assumption of afact which I know 
nothing about and care very little about and do not believe to exist. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the clause 
referred to by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. The part as to what orders were issued or what meas- 
ures taken to ascertain the politics. 

Mr. HALE. The last clause of the first resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Is the Senate ready for the question 


And also to inform the Senate what measures have been taken by the War 
Department to learn the political opinions of the women and children in its 
employ. 

Mr. VEST. I object to that form of expression in a resclution of 
inguiry, not because it ison this subject, but on any other. It should 
read ‘* whether any measures have been taken to ascertain the politics; 
and if so, what.’’ 

Mr. HALE. ‘‘ What measures, if any.”’ 

Mr. VEST. That will do. 

Mr. HALE. The suggestion is correct. The language to which the 
Senator refers was not in the original resolution. It was suggested by 
another Senater. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know anything about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine pro- 
pose to modify the resolution by inserting the words “if any?”’ 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the desk. 

TheSecretTAry. After the word ‘‘measures’’ it is proposed to in- 
sert ‘‘if any;’’ so as to read: 

And also to inform the Senate what measures, if any, have been taken by 
the War Department to learn the political opinions of the women and children 
in its employ. 

Mr. VEST. The same thing occurs in another part of the resolu- 
tion, I think. Iam not familiar with it, and not able to specify it, 
but I so recollect it. As to women and children, I think it is. 

Mr. HALE. I think it does not occur in any other place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause has just been read. 

Mr. VEST. Then itis in another one. It occurs twice, it seems 
to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The resolutions will be sent to the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] for his inspection. 

Mr. VEST. I believe I was mistaken as to the language of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HALE. I do not remember any other place where the Janguage 
alluded to occurs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


The modification will be stated from 


SFOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to call up Senate 
bill 3501, Order of Business 2284. 





1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3501) relating to the classification of 
post-offices and amendatory of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled 
‘*An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. At the adjournment last night the Senate had under 
consideration a bill called up by the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Sa- 


BIN]. The Senator from Minnesota had the promise informally that 


if an adjournment was had the bill should be taken up this morning | 
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on the motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] and com- | 


pleted. The Senator from Minnesota was obliged to leave this morn- 
ing, and the Senator from Vermont is not here. 

The | IDENT pro tempore. The Chair therefor¢ 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. DAWES. I venture to ask that the Senate may redeem the 
plighted pledge made last night to the Senator from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the bill 
alluded to by him will take much time? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not think any discussion will be had upon it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill to which I have called attention is one 


pre 


are recognized the 


which relates to the interest of 50,000 postmasters and the postal serv- | 


ice otherwise. It is a bill that Ido not think, when it isread, Senators 
will object to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
called up by the Senator from Texas will be considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing the morning hour. 

Mr. DAWES. Will there be at 2 o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The unfinished business at 2 o'clock 
will be House bill 9151, known as the Northern Pacific forfeiture act. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave done my duty to the absent Senator. I do 
not feel under any further obligation. 

Mr, ALLISON. I have beencompelled to be absent from the Cham- 
ber for some days, and ask the indulgence of the Senate to call upa 
small private bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], and his bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and was about being read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I shall not interpose. 


I would like the ruling of the Chair as to the unfin- 


There is no unfinished business dur- 


I was not aware 


of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 


The bill S. 3501 was read and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator from Texas one question. I 
ask that in the course of any remarks which he has to submit on this 
bill he will explain whether there is any class of postmasters covered in 
its provisions whose salaries are not increased by this measure. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir, I will. 


OLD 


7 





The PRESIDENT pro tempx The hour of 2 o'clock having ar 
rived, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 9151) to 
forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
and for other purposes 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask permission to have the pending bill continued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom inan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside 
It will be so ordered if there be no objection, and the co oO 

| the bill called up by him will be continued. 
| Mr. REAGAN. I was explaining that while the duties and the 


labors of this class of postmasters have been increased their compensa- 


| tion has been reduced, and the Department believe that an ist 
proper, and this bill was prepared in the Department as it Che 


Mr. President, I think a brief explanation of the pending bill will be | 


sufficient. 
received from all parts of the country for the increase of the compensa- 
tion of fourth-class postmasters. There was application for the increase 
of the compensation of second and third class postmasters, but that was 
provided for, as will be remembered by the Senator from Maine, in the 


It will be remembered by Senators that petitions have been | 


bill appropriating for the expenditures of the Post-Office Department | 


by allowing pay for rents, fuel, andlights. Nothing in that bill, how- 
ever, affected the interests of fourth-class postmasters. 

There are of this class of postmasters, as appears by the letter of the 
Postmaster-General of May 3, 51,592. The bill provides to increase 
their pay. Under the law as it now is when the receipts of an office 
are $50 a quarter, amounting to $200 a year, or less, the percentage al- 
lowed to the postmaster is 100 per cent. This bill provides that up to 
the amount of $60 a quarter, that is, $240 a year, they are to have 100 
per cent., and in that proportion. It is a very small increase, but it is 
an increase. 

The aggregate amount which the bill would carry above the present 
aggregate for the payment of this class of postmasters is estimated by 
the Postmaster-General to be $287,043. By acalculation which I have 
made that would make an average annual increase of compensation of 
fourth-class postmasters of $5.52, and it would make an average -in- 
crease of their quarterly pay of $1.35. Some of course would get more 
and others less. I merely refer to that to show the rate of increase. 

I suppose Senators are so well informed upon this subject that it is 
hardly necessary to take up the time of the Senate by any protracted 
discussion of the question. Formerly the rates of postage were higher 
than now. When we reduced the postage on letters, for instance, from 
3 to 2 cents a letter, there was a corresponding reduction of the per- 
centage on postage-stamps that went to the postmasters, and a reduc- 
tion of their compensation. The reduction of the postage on 
and the reduction of the postage on other mail matter, especially fourth- 
class matter, has very largely increased the labors of these fourth-class 
postmasters, 


letters | 


| of those of the committee 


Senate Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads believe this in 
ought to be made, and have instructed me by the unanimor 
who were present to report the bil! to the 
Senate and ask the favorable action of it. 

What I have said shows how the necessity for this increase « 


about, and it is an increase to but a small extent and is in re e to 
petitions which certainly are based upon justice. Sure mld 
be some increase. The Post-Office Department recommend in- 
crease and the Senate committee recommend it 

In response to the inquiry of the Senator from Maine| Mr. Hare] I 
ought to say that there is no increase in the bill for any postmasters ex 
cept fourth-class postmasters. 

There are some other provisions in the bill that are simpl; led 
to remedy the administration of the Post-Office by preventing post- 
masters from making commissions of postage-stamps and stamped en 
veiopes, which the Department deem to be necessary and which I sup- 
pose is to prevent such things as selling postage-stamps for goods in 
order to get an increase of percentage. The postmasters ought to be 
confined to the legitimate selling of stamps for the business of the De 
partment. 

This covers the idea embraced in the bill, and unless something more 
is called for I will not oceupy the time of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator what the percent- 
age of increase is by this bill ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The precise percentage I can as we shies. 
haps it is 3 or 4 per cent 

Mr. TELLER. Three or four per cent. on the present sa: ot 
these postmasters ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I gave this illustration: Under the present law, 


where a postmaster gets $50 or less for a quarter, 
for a year, he gets 100 per cent., with a gradual reduction of his per- 
centage as the receipts go up. Under this bill he would get 100 per 
cent. on the first $60 a quarter; he would get 100 per cent. on the first 


making $200 or less 


$240; and then there is a corresponding reduction. It is a very slight 
increase in the compensation. Of over $8,000,000 paid to fourth-class 
postmasters, according to last year’s statement, it will make an in 


crease of two hundred and eigaty and odd thousand dollars, or an aver 
» of $5.52 to each of these postmasters for vear, Or AD ave! e of 
.oo & quarter, 

I shall be glad to have 





» Senate upon the 


the favorable action of 


bill, for it is certainly one that appeals to our sense of justice, and has 
the indorsement of the Department and the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to 
the fact that this bill is to take effect on the Ist day of July, 18&8. 1 
uppose the object of that provision is that these postmasters’ salaries 


Is that it ? 
the bill was pre- 
mber 11, 


may relate back to that particular moment of time 

Mr. REAGAN. Therecommendation upon which 
pared and sent here by the Department is dated Sey 
suppose the object is to make this increase take effect 
of July now past. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it had better take effect at the end of the 
present fiscal year. I think it had better take effect on the Ist of July, 
1889. Then there would be an opportunity of adjusting the appro- 
priations in accordance with it. I think that wonld be better. 


and I 
from the Ist d 


‘ 
ie 


ay 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishouid like to hear the last section of the bill 
read. 


ll be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 5 wi 
The Secretary read as follows 
Sec. 5. That this act shall take eff 
July, 1888, and not sooner, except that i l 
of April, 1888, as to require the Po ister-( 
third-class offices which becom< ie of this 
make any allowances they may be entitled to by law 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly this not be retroactive. 
We shall get intothe trouble that we have been in for some years about 
what is known as the Spalding act if we undertake to make this retro- 
active. It ought to take effect in the future, and so far in the future 
as to make it absolutely certain that nobody will come here with a 
claim. I think a bill of this importance, increasing the compensation 
of postmasters all along the line in various ways, certainly should nat 


i become operative on the ist day of 
: effect from the lat day 

o classify the post-offices as 
act and fix the salaries, and 
;, to take effect July 1 






LS8s8, 


statute shonid 
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take effect until the beginning of the next fiseal year; and I submit 





that to the Senator from Texas as a wise provision. 

REAGAN. Ordinarily I should agree with the Senator from 
Jowa, but the returns are all in in this case and the justice and neces- 
sity for this change are so manifest that, unless it would work incon- 
ve ice, 1 should regret very much to see these postmasters denied an 
in of salary for another year when the returns to enable the De- 
partment to make the adju ent are now in, and show as well as they 

y the expiration of another year who would be entitled to 
| t f this inere 
Ir. ALI ) here are some penal provisions in the bill which | 
Ii k might make it a little awkward to have it take effect retroact- 
hs md les this is a small compensation to each postmaster and 
the ave got on with the present compensation fora great many years. 
I think in increasing their compensation in this way we had better 
mal take effect inthe future. Therefore I suggest some future day, 
either the Ist of July, 1889, or the Ist of April, 1889. 
ir. EDMUND It ought to be the fiscal year. 

Mr. ALLISON, It ought to begin with the first of the fiscal year, 
and I make that motion ifthe Senator from Texas will not agree to | 
mod ly the bill. 

REAGAN. I need only repeat what I have said, that by the 
reduction of the postage and the loading of the mails with a large ad- 
ditional amount of mail-matter, the result of the percentage of postage- 
stamps canceled by postmasters was reduced and their salaries were | 
reduced. The injustice is so manifest that petitions have been uni- 
versal from them asking a restoration of the rates or a compensation | 


proportioned to the 

This 
where it was before, and it is in answer to the demand made from the 
country generally, as I have stated, a demand which covers the claims 
of fifty-one thousand and odd postmasters, and is so just that the De- 
partment first recommended in a communication to the other House 
and then in a communication to the Senate that this measure of relief 
should be given to take effect at the date prescribed, and the Senate 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads concur with the Postmaster- 


labor which they render. 


General in the belief that this is just. 

Chere is no trouble, as I understand; and I do not see how any trouble 
can arise in making the classification on the returns that were in at 
the close of the last fiscal year, so that if the act takes effect from the 
beginning of the present fiscal year there will be no more difficulty 


than there would be in making the classification under the returns at 
the erd of this fiscal year. It is simply a question whether we will do 
justice to these postmasters now, or defer that justice to the end of the 
fiscal year. I trust the amendment of the Senator from Iowa will not 
be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
retary will report the amendment. 

The Secrerary. In section 5, line 3, itis proposed to strike ou 
the word ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘nine;’’ so as to read: 

That this act shall take effect and become operative on the Ist day of July, 
1s ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 
[ Putting the question.] The ayes appearto have it. The ayes have 
it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not call for a division on the amendment, as 
there may not be a quorum here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Texas to the remainder of the section to see whether 
any other changes should be made to correspond with the amendment 
just adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose that would make it proper to strike out 
the words commencing after ‘‘1888,’’ in the third line, down to the work 
** 1889,’ in the fourth line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
to strike out: 

And not sooner, except that it shall so far take effect from the Ist day of April, 
1888 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
agreed to if there is no objection. 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Then ‘‘1888”’ ought to be struck out at the end of 
the section and ‘‘ 1889”? inserted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the section be reported as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec.5, That this act shall take effect and become operative on the Ist day of 
July, 1889, as to require the Postmaster-General to classify the post-offices as 


third-class offices which become so by virtue of this act, and fix the salaries and 
make any allowances they may be entitled to by law, to take effect July 1, 1888. 


Mr. REAGAN. Instead of saying ‘‘as to require,’’ it should read: 


And the Postmaster-General shall classify the post-offices as third-class offices 
which become so by virtue of this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The proposed amendment will be 


** 7888 ”? 
’ 


In line 3, after the date 


The proposed amendment will be 
The Chair hears none, and it is 


The amendment will be reported. 





amendment perhaps about brings the compensation back to | 


The Sec- 


it is proposed 
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The SECRETARY. 
it read: 
That this act shall take effect and become operative on the Ist day of July, 
89, and the Postmaster-General shall classify the post-offices as third-class 
hich become so by virtue of this act, and fix the salaries and make any 
| allowances they may be entitled to by law, to take effect July 1, 1888 
| Mr.ALLISON. ‘‘To takeeffect from and after the lst day of July, 
1889,’’ it should be. The object I have in view is to have this law take 
effect thereafter and that there shall be no adjustment of accounts prior 
to that time, because unless we do that all these postmasters’ accounts 
must be readjusted on the basis of this new law. 
Mr. REAGAN. There is no objection to that. 
ment being adopted, that is proper. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section , after the word “ effact,’’ it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘ from and after;’’ so as to read: 
And make any allowan 
and after July 1, 1889. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move toamend that by striking out the printed 
words ‘‘ to take effect; ’’ so as to read: 


It is proposed to amend the section so as to make 





amend- 


The first 


5, line 8 AC 


es they may be entitled to by law, to take effect from 


Entitled to by law from and after July 1, 1889, 


|} That will make it clear that it operates in fuluro. Just strike out 


| the printed words ‘‘to take effect,’’ and then we shall all understand 
it alike 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

| The SEcrETARY. In section 5, line 8, after the word “law,’’ it is 


so as to read: 


w from and after July 


‘* to take effect; ’’ 


, be entitled to by la 


proposed to strike out the words 


And make any tl 


allowances they may 


| 1, 1889, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not exactly understand that. The idea of 
| that provision must be embraced there because this law would make 
| some third-class offices that are not now third-class offices, and the idea 
| was that the law in relation to classification should be carried out. Is 
that stricken out? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; it is the allowance to take effect from 
| and after the 1st of July, 1889; so that making this classification their 
| right to readjusted salary will commence on the Ist of July next. 

That is what I meant to do. 
Mr. REAGAN. Let it be reported again. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the entire 
section as amended. 
| The Secretary read the section as amended, as follows: 
Sec. 5. That this act shal! take effect and become operative on the 1st day of 
July, 1889, and the Postmaster-General shall classify the post-offices as third- 
| class offices which become so by virtue of this act and fix the salaries, and make 
any allowances they may be entitled to by law, from and after July 1, 1889. 


Mr. REAGAN. That is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
FORT BROOKE MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration the bill 
(S. 3340) for the donation of Fort Brooke military reservation at 
Tampa, Fla., for free schools and other purposes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

sideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall have to object to that bill. It has not been 
to the committee, as I understand. I will inquire if that bill has been 
before the Committee on Public Lands or any other committee? 

Mr. CALL. It was reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and has once been before the Senate for con- 
sideration. 

| Mr. TELLER. Then it is a different bill from the one I supposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The Chair understands thatan amend- 
ment is pending, which was offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY]. The amendment will be stated. 

The Szecrerary. In section 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘hereby,’’ 
| it is proposed to strike out ‘‘granted’’ and to insert ‘‘allotted;’’ so as 
to read: 
| Five acres for a marine hospital, and 25 acres which is hereby allotted to the 

city of Tampa for a public park. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object to the amendment, but I should 
like to inquire whether there is any written report on the bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there is 
no written report on the bill. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. This bill has not been to the C on Mil The PRESIDING 


tary Affairs, which has to do with military reservati t i 


; " 1? : 
ESIDING OFFICER. The bill was1 r 








mittee on i { ormed 

r. CALL. V nator from Vermont allo 
m to { t RES 
Vat ‘ i> i ? I } 
of the t 
ve 1in 


it, and iti ry nething should be do r to tior ( 

th xtensi wh t td ction: otl 

are locating there will be upelled to seek homes and ] = : ' a 
pur pos 1 anot l » desirable portion of the « I 


ay y eided { I m told, on the part of the p« 


uation of ‘T 
have been the int st of the United Stat to pre ve th milita 


re vation 1n 0! ri fatt proper 





come, suitable | ifications and other 

erected th 31 L of disy ng of the reservation, now that railway dustrial edu 

and steam-ship t at that place, making ita port which will r rt 

quire the usual defensive works This land ought to ha been k : wopriation of t 

for that purpose; but if Cong has already decided tl it shall not | « »f education in 

be, and it is turned over to the public lands of the United Stat t] l < 

may be another question. tion t exact A in 

Mr. CALL. I will state further to the Senator from \ t that I I of ed 

the location of the reservation is, in the opinion « l 

hle . 








h~ 





the Hillsborough River, which is some distance removed from the « 

the deep water of the harbor. Those points are at least 10 or 201 M EDMI 
; i 

an old reservati 


ties, not desira 
trance to the bay; while on either side of the Pay of Tampa there a: CAI I 
eligible positions for commanding the channel or any approach ri 4 
from the present reservation. This reservation was made at 
when it was desirable to protect the country from the Indiar t Mr. CALI I kno 
on, having been used exclusively for that pury about 
ject that I have had in view in the matter was to ] M DMUNDS. That } ' t 





The great o 















this bill so amended that the proceeds of the sale of the lot h Mr. CALI ( , ‘ ‘ : ; 
donated to the town of Tampa for the industrial education of her } by t ul 1 Arkans ) ‘ 
ple. . The committee, however, have not approved of that idea. I | ¢ iP Li . The six th is 1 y n, I 
thought I would submit to the Senate a motion to amend the bill, | her. The Government gave, in additionto tha I 
simply appropriating the proceeds of the sale of the lots as provided | of land, I thin $s than 50,Q)0 acres, for two seminari¢ un 
for in the bill to the town of Tampa for educational purpo un v i Ww ex g I Lined 1] 

any limitation that might be prescribed by the Secretary of the Int inconsiderable sum, as it was at a time when land 





rior. tle value in Florida. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may interrupt my friend, I notice by the bill rhe 1 y was invested and the State h 1 th 
that that particular proposition has already been disagreed to. lis payi . The funds were lost, I think, during t 
CALL. Ido not so understand it. the it tm is made good by the State. he State of | 
EDMUNDS. Itissonoted on the file copy, so far as I can read it iow maintair those sc] ind paying the interest upon t 
CALL. When the bill was up before, that motion to amend was | as it i eed to do; but it has had no large approp1 
made; but the bill went over pending the discussion of the proposition, | pu land } c schools, there having been only the ord 


as I remember. teenth 


tk 
ae. 
vil. 
Mr. 
Mr. 











Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— Mr. EDMUNDS. I was under the impr ] in all t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to by the | ted, new ites, the sixtee 1and thiz é 
Senator from Florida was disagreed to as in Committee of the Who | ship we grav to t Sts f ‘ 
The pending amendment is the amendment which was offered by the | mistaken. | ertaiz the Stat Florida ha 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwWLry]. Of course the Senator | s) ul grant prett re one f 
from Florida will be at liberty to offer the same amendment in the | jnaries of learning and | ther educational pr y r1 iral « 
Senate when the bill reaches the Senate. | leves, et xd has s] 1 well with all the other | 

Mr. BERRY. Irose simply to make the statement which has been | new and old, in all the ficen the Government co 
made by the Chair. The amendment was disagreed to as in Commit- | disposition of pub! d In that State in pa ilar, I 
tee of the Whole, but the senior Senator from Florida gave notice that | amount of at were called swa pand ove d 1a 
he would renew it in the Senate. The bill did not reach the Senate ra 1 to that State would be something very large, indee’ 
upon its former consideration, and therefore the amend it was not | all know that what forty years ago \ ed 


offered. ands have turned out ina oportion to] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on agreeing agricu lu 

to the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut f Mr. Haw So I ean not 

LEY } to strike out in line 14 of section 1 the word ‘‘ granted’’ and in- | ple of the United Stat 

sert the word ‘‘allotted;’’ so as to read: | of Florid ald tal im of m eat 
And 25 acres which is hereby allotted to the city of T Ix ot ire a I ; ' U1 
The amendment was agreed to. | of their schools. It d not 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments} Mr. BERRY. 17 enat 7 t 1s mistak 

were concurred in. i tl : hern States 1 two sections of lai 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there amendments to | d ] 5 j ixt nt! on only I think was g nt 

to the bill in the Senate? tates. The Western and Northwestern States at a subs 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Florida desires to renew | did receis l. 

the amendment he offered before. It is written already on the fil However, the amendment offered by » Sez 

copy, probably just as the Senator would like to renew it. | thoroughly « lered by theComn € on Lands. 1 
Mr. CALL. I renew the amendment in that form. i man of that committee is absent in Kansa He ¥ v 
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posed to the amendment for various reasons, and the committee unani- | publiclands. They got their sixteenth section of school lands; they 


mausly reported the bill as it now stands. 

One objection made to the amendment was that there were other 
ally onein Kansas, at Leavenworth, that would have 
to be disposed of at subsequent periods, and there were reservations in 
various other States. If thismoney was given to the town of Tampa, 
then it would be proper to make the same donation to other towns. 

Another objection urged against the amendment by the chairman of 
th ittee was that the people in Tampa, the citizens who reside 
in the town, have no greater right to receive this benefit than the en- 
tire county in which it is located, or the State of Florida; that it was 
selecting them out and giving them particular advantages where others 
were entitled to equal advantages. 

Those were the reasons which induced the committee to report ad- 
versely to this proposition. It is true there is a precedent, and prob- 
ably more than one precedent. There is one in my own State. The 
reservation at Fort Smitlf in my State was given to the town of Fort 
Smith perhaps three or four years ago. For that reason it was very 
strongly urged that we should follow the precedent. 

i felt it my duty to state the objections that were urged by the chair- 
man of the committee in his absence. 

Then the amendment, as offered by the Senator from Florida, it 
strikes me, is simply to establish an industrial school without any con- 
ditions attached as to the character of the school, or any security that 
the money will be applied in that way. 

When the money was given to Fort Smith it was accompanied by 
various conditions about how the land was to be sold and the money 
received. Only the interest was to be used for school purposes, and 
various other conditions that I can not now recite were prescribed. 
The pending amendment simply provides for the support of an indus- 
trial school without stating the character of the school or whether any 
echool of that kind has already been established. 

All these, in my opinion, are objections to the amendment. They 
were urged, however, more strongly by the chairman of the committee 
than any one else upon the committee; and in his absence I felt it my 
duty to state his objection to the amendment, and then let the Senate 
determine the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. The case that the Senator from Arkansas cites in 
his own State, which he says was used before the committee, could 
hardly be a precedent, because there were peculiar circumstances at- 
tending that case which I need not go into now. There was there 
quite a different condition of affairs from what exists in connection 
with this place. 

As a general rule, I am quite disposed to be liberal with reference 
to appropriations for school purposes; but having adopted a policy to 
dispose of these reservations for the public good, for the interest of the 
entire country, I do not see why we should make an exception in this 
case. If we doit in this case we musé take a great number of mili- 
tary posts in different parts of the country that have been abandoned 
and turn them over to the local authorities. Unless Congress is pre- 
pared to enter upon that sort of a system there can be no special rea- 
son why in this case the property should be donated to the people ot 
the city of Tampa. 

I think the committee were unanimous in rejecting the present sug- 
gestion, although one member of the committee, I believe, wasin favor 
of donating the proceeds of the land to the public schools of the State, 
or the city, orcounty, Ido not remember which; but nobody was in 
favor of the proposition as now made. 

Besides, from all the evidence the committee could get, the people ot 
the town of Tampa are entirely satisfied with the proposition contained 
in the bill. This property has been lying there unoccupied for many 
years. The reservation of the park is a very valuable provision for the 
city. Itis a very delightful portion of the reservation and the most 
valuable partof it. While this is not an absolute donation to the city, 
yet practically that is what it amounts to. It will probably never be 
resumed by the Government for any purpose of the Government, and 
it is a very valuable donation. 

In addition to that, we have set apart other ground for public build- 
ings, which if the Government should ever build on would furnish an 
additional park, because the grounds reserved are much larger than 
the public buildings will ever occupy or require. Ifthe Government 
does not use that part of the reservation it will inure to the benefit of 
the city. So, on the whole, it is a very liberal donation to the city of 
Tampa. 

I repeat that I wassatisfied myself thatthe city of Tampa is anxious 
to have this reservation disposed of in such a way that it may be oc- 
cupied. The portion ofit that will be sold as a park might be put in 
proper order to make the place attractive. 

I believe I do not misstate the fact when I say that the people of 
Tampa are interested in this bill in the shape it now stands, and it is 
much more likely to become a law if it passes in the shape that we 
have reported it than if it should be amended in the way the Senator 
from Florida suggests, I do not believe it is in the interest of the peo- 
ple of Florida to put on the amendment he suggests. 

I should like to say further that the State of Florida has no right to 
complain of the munificence of the Government with respect to the 


reservations, espec 


got their agricultural college lands; they got their internal improve- 
ment lands, and they got the general amount of lands, alarge amount, 
that the Government donated to the new States. Indeed, they got 
nearly the entire State; and I have thought when I have listened to 
the Senator from Florida on various occasions that they had got all 
the State. They certainly got all the swamp land there was in the 
State. On various occasions the Senator has told us that under the 
pretense of getting swamp land the State had gobbled up, using a 
Western phrase, all the dry land besides. So if that is true, putting 
the two together, they have got all the land in the State. They ought 
to be satistied to let the Government retain this small reservat‘on, 
having got a very large donation in every way for schools, for colleges, 
and as swamp lands, and everything else, and now a very handsome 
donation is made in this bill itself. While it is not an absolute gift, 
I repeat, it is practically a donation. It looks to me as rather being a 
little bit avaricious for the Senator to claim any more. 

I am willing to deal liberally with them, and the committee thought 
we had dealt very liberally when we selected 30 acres of the finest 
land on that whole reservation, which is worth several thousand dol- 
lars an acre at least, as a practical donation to the city. I think the 
Senator ought to be content with that. 

Mr. CALL rose. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The PRES{DENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to say a word before that 
motion is put. This session is not too active for the business of the 
country. There are a great many bills that require action; there is a 
great deal of talk to be made before the discussion of the tariff bill can 
be properly in order. I hope the Senate will not consume the slight 
intervening time that there is before that debate is expected to com- 
mence by this thoughtless adjournment. There is a good deal to be 
done upon theCalendar. I hope the Senate will remain in session and 
devote itself to the public business to-morrow at least, if not on Sat- 
urday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. | Putting the question.}] The 
ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. [I ask leave to submit a conference report. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call fora division on the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hainpshire 
asks for a division. Senators in favor of the motion will rise andstand 
until counted. 

The Senate proceeded to divide; and the ayes were 20. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire, I trust, will not 
demand a further count. Twenty have voted in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. More than a majority of a quorum 
have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are several bills upon the Calendar that ought 
to be acted upon. There are several that I have been waiting months 
to ask the attention of the Senate to, and, like the man at the pool of 
Bethesda, just as I thought I was ready to get cured, somebody else 
who was not half so badly off, who did not need the public attention 
to anything the extent those bills did, got in with comparatively un- 
important matters, and received attention from the Senate, and those 
bills were passed. 

It has come to be that there are some three or four bills which ought 
to be acted upon before the final adjournment of the session that I fear 
will receive no attention unless they can receive it between now and 
next Monday, when, I understand, the tariff discussion is likely to be 
up. It is with that view, not because I am not as desirous of rest or 
of relief from.these daily sessions as anybody else, that I oppose this 
motion. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not press it. 

One Senator has given notice, I observe, of a desire to address the 
Senate upon some question to-morrow, Friday, and unless we are to 
have some system invented and inaugurated by which the whole Sen- 
ate can talk through a single wire, like the modern duplex telegraph 
wire, we are not going to have time to relieve ourselves from the pub- 
lic business that is pending and pressing. To adjourn over and spoil 
the next two days is, I think, entirely wrong and trifling with the pub- 
lic interests. ‘Therefore I hope the Senator will not press the motion. 
If he does, I shall feel under the necessity of appealing to the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr, CULLOM. 
port? 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the conference report is submitted (and I 
wish to submit one immediately afterwards) I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that a demand for a further division or 
a further count may result in our inability to proceed with any busi- 
ness whatever; and if he presses it I for one promise him that it will 
require a voting quorum to pass any bill or do any other business in 
this body. 


Will the Senator yield to me to submit a conference 
re 
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Mr. BLAIR. We shall have to deal with difficulties of that kind | The PRESIDENT pro t& f there be noobjection, the S« 
when we come to them. If Senators choose to take the responsibility | from Tennessee will proceed 
of obstructing business that they otherwise would not, because som Mr. HARRIS. The motion th hen the Senate adjourn to-day 
members of the Senate feel it to be their duty to go along as far as they | be to meet on Mond xt was the Recorp will show, not my 
ean in the ordinary and usual method of procedure, the responsibility | motion. If the want o yu be deve tthist then 
will be with those Senators and not with others who, like myself, des no business can be d i } lat there are ¢ ers of 
to go on until we come to obstacles. public erest and of public } ess that ought to be et iy, and 
Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator, if he will allow me, | I am anxious that t all be d . rhere if t ator 
that it has come to the exact point now where the quest eferred to | from New Hamps! elopa condition of thing it! 
by him arises. prevent our lookir l ye rming those d that devolve 
“Mr. BLAIR. I do not think it has come to the e point. | upon us to-day, I g ) a 1 stand it I shall insist 
Mr. DAWES rose. upon the presence of a q! n 
Mr. BLAIR. Iam proceeding by unanimous consent. Mr. EDMUNDS. Th $s a quorum here n I am sat 1 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause one moment. | _— Mr. BLAIR. Bet the matter is decided I wish to protest against 
Is there objection to the Senator from New Hampshire proceeding? being made the poor dog 7 ‘ is busine I have been standing 
[‘‘ No objection.”’ | | upon the conceded right to tind out whether this motion commands a 
Mr. BLAIR. The question pending has not been decided, and unani- | majority of the Senate, which it should require, as both the Sena 
mous consent has been given to debate. Itis not apparent that I rep- | from Vermont and the Senator from Tennessee say, being out of the 
resent a minority of Senators upon the floor, and therefore the Senator | usual order of adjournment, a majority in order that it may be carried 
from Tennessee is premature in his assumption of fact. I am urging | I was trying to find out whether there was a majority of a quorum in 
reasons why there is, as I think there should be, a majority opposed | favor of an adjournment over to Monday, and thus losing a day beyond 
to this motion, and I am serious in regard toit. As I said, if we must | ourusualcustom. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that with 
find out at some time whether we can do business here, I shall endeavor | draw his motion for the present. No doubt there 11 3 
to secure a record by the yeas and nays upon the motionif it becomes | consent given for that purpose. 
necessary. Mr. EDMUNDS. I am satisfied there is a quorum het litisa 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— | good time to determine the question now that we have a As 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator | it is no party question, everybody is permitted to vot 
from Massachusetts proceeding? The Chair hears none. |} The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty Senators have voted in the 
Mr. DAWES. I simply want to make an inquiry of the Senator | affirmative. The noes will rise. [A pause.] Twelve Senators have 
from Tennessee. I understand him to say that unless we can adjourn | voted in the negative. 
over to-morrow we shall not do any more business. Is that the threat} Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays 
the Senator announces? The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro i to call 
Mr. HARRIS. The statement of the Senator from Tennessee was | the roll. 
that if the Senator from New Hampshire pressed a further count and Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am pai h the 
developed the want of a quorum, the Senator from Tennessee would be | Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson]. Ido not know ! would 
here to see that no business should be done without a quorum. That | vote, and therefore I refrain from voting 
was the statement of the Senator from Tennessee, and the Senatorfrom | The roll-call was concluded 
Massachusetts can draw whatever inferences or deductions (in which | Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. CHa | is 
he is immensely fertile) that he chooses. | paired with the Senator from Georgia [| Mr. CoLquiri 
Mr. DAWES. So 1 understand the Senator from Tennessee an-| Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative I desire to change 
nounced tha unless he can have his way and adjourn the Senate over | my vote. I vote “ yea.’ 
to-morrow, he will see to it that no business is done hereaiter until a | ‘The result was announced— yeas 35, s as {i 
quorum is brought back here. | YEAS—05 
Mr. CALL. I appeal to the Senator from Vermont to withdraw his | Ajarieh. Coke ieoste 
motion at present. It has intervened in the midst of the consideration | Allison, Cullom Hawle igh 
of the bill which has been under discussion, and if pressed now it may | — Davis Ingalls, ann 
. . ° . ° : serry, Dolph, Jones of A + poone 
defeat the further consideration of the bill. | Blair. Ramus Mand Vest 
Mr. CULLOM. Is it in order to submit a conference report? | Bowen, Eust Morg Waltha 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty Senators have voted in the | Butler, Farwell, Paddock 
. . ’ : _ Cameron Ciray Pasco 
affirmative on the motion of the Senator from Vermont that when the | Cockrel teeeais Payne 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. AY 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. ‘ : ' os 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears | G@hadier + Sto 
none. The Senator from Vermont will proceed. | Dawes 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- ? 
shire, in the interest of getting on with a few little things this alter- | ~ = o so ae a 
noon, to withdraw his insisting upon a division. At the present mo- | 4), George, MecPhers _ 
ment undoubtedly a quorum of the Senate is within reach, for we ought | Brown Gibson, Mor rma 
not to do any business at all without a quorum. ‘The Constitution re- | ee — Ph aennel 
quires the presence of a quorum. Daniel, Hearst Quay feller, ' 
What the Senator from Tennessee has said ought to be said every day | Evarts, Hiscock Rar p 
by everybody. If I did not suppose that at this moment a quorum was So the motion was agreed to. 
within reach, could be got within half an hour, and is therefore prac- Mr. BLAIR. I move to reconsider the and ) SO 
tically here, I should object to any business being done. The Consti- | with the design of withdrawing the motion to reco erinan it 
tution expressly requires that the number of members of this body who | Now, sir 
are entitled to do business is a majority of Senators elected, and any The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion al 
less number is not entitled to do business according to the Constitution Mr. HARRIS. I object to any debate on th 
that we have all pledged ourselves to sustain. Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 
I have stood on that proposition ever since I have been a member of Mr. CULLOM. I rise to submit a confers W 
this body, and think it to be aduty todoso. Whether at this moment | been trying to get in for some time. 
there may or may not be within this Chamber the requisite thirty-nine The PRESIDENT protempore. TI! re can 
Senators, I do not know; and therefore, inasmuch as what would be a | ceived at this time. 
majority of thirty-nine have voted in favor of adjourning over, I thought Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the motion to r ind ay 
it not unfair to appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire to let the | what I have to say upon some other occasio 
business go on in that way. I did notintend to interfere with the bill rl 
that has been under consideration. aPGAVIEG SEA5) 
Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator’s point is this, that no busi- Mr. CULLOM. I rise to submit a conference report. 
ness should be done without a quorum. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No business ought to be done without a quorum. Mr. CALL. That is notin order. The bill which was un n- 
Mr. BLAIR. I propose to see that we do not adjourn over until | sideration by the Senate must be proceeded with 
Monday without a quorum; that is all. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the con- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. | ference report would be in order except when Senator was upon 


Mr. HARRIS. 
Mr. BLAIR. 
his motion. 


I beg permission to say a single word. 
I ask the Senator from Vermont, however, to withdraw 
I do not wish to have it pressed to an issue at this time. 


the floor. 
Mr. CULLOM. I was on the floor myself. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
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| 
Senator from Flori 7 | Mr. i] had the floor upon the bill that was | Haarstick, of that c mpany, and ask that it be received and referred to 
pending when the mot tion to adjourn over was entered. | the Committee on ¢ laims to accompany the bill. 
Mr. CULLOM Gut Senator hold the floor while the yeasand nays | The PRI yeep seed o tempore. rhe petition will be received and 
are taken on another question? referred to the Comm ittee em Claim 
‘J PKESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. } 
Mr. HOA I desire to s vit pectiully to th Chair, in order FORT BR MILITAI : 
th 16 0 rvation of the Chair may not go as a precedent, that I ] restul 1 the consideration ¢ bill 0) f the 
une and “@ conference report ¢ be submitted 1 a Senat donation of Fort Brooke military reservation j ! f fre 
Speaking, taking him off his fe« chools and other purposes, the p nding question being on the amend- 
he PRESIDENT pro j l l¢ es not arise y ment proposed by Mr. CALL. 
but if it were up the Chair woul d deci st thes 1 mat . CALL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Ir. CULLOM. I ieve the S« >from Florida yiek 1e1 | a withdraw h $ opposition to this amendment. I had 
v no ove over the report | counted with some degree of certainty upon those Senators who had 
r, HARRIS enator { i] ' » f Senat | been in favor of the appropriati n of the public lands in large quantities 
from Ili for the cause of education, and expected that they would support this 
Mr. CAL! Yes, I yield Rp to the bill. The circumstances of the case are precisely 
ir. CULLOM submitted the following report: oo 6f the Fort Smith reservation in Arkansas. I am somewhat a 
nr ‘ n the « ceing votes of two H yn | tonished that the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY] should make an 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 1856) to establish a 1} vin ‘| objection to the amendment. The quantity of public lands that the 
On ihe Atlantic const between Judie River init, Deawere, and Ocean ¢ ty. Ma |s state of Florida has received has nothing to do with the matter 
h me r full and free conference have agre+ to recommend a lo All, , Hh the iat ° 
re end eir respective Houses as follows | If it is possible, I shall be in favor of reclaiming every acre of the 
Ah e; sc recede from its amendment. 0. P JON | publie lands that any State has unlawfully obtained, giving them, as 
VM. P! PRY! | the law has given them, to the settler and not ecting any decision 
; ; vart at | of the D epartment which, in violation of law, have ; n aw the 
rl. W. BAYLY BROWNE | lands which were donated to the people tor homesteads. In all cases 
Yr. i, TARSNEY | any disposition of the public land by the Interior Department to any 
: - ‘ | other purpose than as homes for the people has been unlawful and is 
AHe PRESEN d p Compe . {Uses 20 a 10n the | absolutely void. The law hasbeen notice to every one, and no executive 
part of the Senate. officer could by any act not authorized by law give any kind of a right 
iT RAILWAY COMPANY. or title to it any more than I could give a title to any one of this Capi- 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Florida kindly consents to vielq | tol by executing a deed purporting to conveyit. Weall know that this 
to me that I may submit a conference report. p ; is the law, and we know but for the poverty of the people an‘ their in 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received. ability to pay the expenses of a lawsuit it would be so decided without 
Mr. HARRIS submitted the following report: any further legislation. 

" sete vin tad “ill demented aes Atenas aie oils: Sill ins anes Midd Therefore it is no objection, so fa ; as Lam c meerned, that the State 
the amendments of the Hc to the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood | Of Florida or any other State has obtained in violation of iaw public 
Ra y Ce ny of the District of Ce lum bia, having met, after fall and free | lands which should belong to the people for homestead settlement and 
cc aneatime ee their respective | siven them to corporations, Wherever the law has been violated I am 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, | in favor of the lands being reclaimed and restored to the peop! e. Un 
and agree to the same with an am ndment as fol ws: After the words “ single less we follow this rule, we shall find some ow that the Capitol ha 
ao op on be eens Maa eee Sree Se ran weenaae ee a at | been given away by th : Interior Department, and no doubt some kind 
im} ‘ ed, with authority to construct and lay down a sir le on.% ith the a of law will be cl: bl ined. to justify it. 
pri f the commissioners of the District, a double track ce ane i a8 But, Mr. President, I shall not delay the Senate further. There i 
Be. be ed 2 inverts ‘ if r th 3 Dene Sauna in litle 1 pa “5 ; = ‘aaae | no better use that could be made of the proceeds of this reservation than 
“Pp d, If electric wires or cables are used, the same shall be placed under- | to educate the people who are local to the place; that is, of the city, 
oo oe naunee . seein iihidemaneaiad to the amendment of the House county, or district. if there be a reservation at Leavenworth or in 
nun ‘ ed 3 ind the House recede from the same, the ame ndment b ing to in- Oregon Cf GRY WAEES C150 2B the United States, not too large im propor- 
sert, after the word “jurisdiction,” in line 7, page 6, the words “Provided, That | tions, mry vote shall always be given for the ap ypropri: ition of that reser- 
the full amount of the capital stock subscribed shall be paid in full in cash be- | vation and its proceeds to the benefit of the people in that locality; that 
— ~ . Seecan anus from its amendment numbered 4, inserting, after the is, for education and public buildings. I should be very willing to 
word “ cons tion,” in line 16, page 9, the words “* Pr¢ ided, That it shall ex- | vote such proceeds for the benefit of the cause of education in the State 
er o powers not herein expressly granted. of Vermont if the Senator from Vermont should want it done. 


ISHAM G. HARRIS, 

Cc. B. FARWELL, 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 

Conferces on the part of the Senate. 

BARNES COMPTON, 

JOHN T. HEARD, 

M. 8. BREWER 
Conferees on the irt of the House of Representatives. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 





‘ 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Florida to yield to me that | 


from the Committee on Pensions. 
The report will be received if there 


re port 
L} PR! SIDEN l pro tempore. 
be no objection. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 





ferred the bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary 
Cart reported it withontamendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis., reported it with amend- 
ments 

life also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3606) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridges across the 
Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis., reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. HAMPT )N, from the Committee on Milit: ry Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill ( H. R. 2267) to pay Thompson McKinley $375 for 
serv vi issued to him during the late war by Capt. George W. 


Harrison, assistant quartermaster United States Army, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
ine u 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Ir. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3615) for the relief of the St. 
Louis and 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present the petition of the president, Henry C. 


lississippi Valley Transportation Company; which was read | 





| 


I see nothing in the proposition that the locality may not be benefited 
by the proceeds of the sale of the land in proper and reasonable quan- 
tities applied to the education of the people there. The question of 
what the State of Florida has received, or rather what individuals o1 
corporations have received in the name of the State, has nothing to do 
with it. Iam looking to the interest of the people of Tampa and South 
Florida, and to the education of the boys and girls in all useful knowl- 
edge. 

‘There are many reasons why this should bedone. The agricultural 
school fund of the State of Florida was in alarge measure destroyed by 
the mismanagement of certain individuals; and I shall not m: ake any 
partisan or political allusion here. The people there are now payii ing 
out of their labor for that misappropriation. 

As respects this little piece of land at Tampa, it has beea made val- 
uable altogether by the settlement and residence of the people there, 
and it would furnish a fund that would largely advance the educational 
interest and the interest of industrial education, which I particularly 
regard more than all other education. 

‘The interest upon this little fund which the amendment provides 
would be used not as the Senator from Arkansas says, without limita- 
tion, but subject to the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
it would do a great benefit, more than the money could do under any 
other possible circumstances. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I was the member of the Committee 
on Public Lands alluded to as having favored the substance of thi 
amendment in the committee. I favored the appropriation of the pro- 
ceeds of this piece of land to the support of the common schools of th 
city of Tampa. It seemed to me that the appropriation of this money 
to an industrial school at that place would be somewhat experimental! 
in its nature. The industrial school system is now being established 
at suitable and favorable points in the older and more generally settled 
and wealthier portions of the country; and it seemed to me that at that 


| point was hardly to be found a good place to make the experiment. 


But the appropriation of the money for the support of the common 
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schools of that city would be sure to be a judicious appr t Mr. BERRY. (¢ 
seemed to me, if the common schools are worthy of sup; anyW ' Mi All Wi 
There is a great necessity for an increased efficiency on t 

schools at that place, and they are without the mo 

ought to be or o t to be, and they are lik« ‘ 



























I do not suppose there is a place in the State « 
State where an ¢ nt system of common l 
or « m } v need of uid « } ib l 
sustain ft 1 than in Tampa or 
As ilue of this land is not th l 
Treas \ be bet d | t 1 ‘ ‘ 
i t into the Treasury, l ] 1 e se ‘ > 
he exertion of t com \ the soil is \ 4 
what it sells for ought to go to the people who have 
They found » W Ss, than a wil } i ‘ 
given this land value improv h w } 
rounded it. The United States has no longer use for t and. a D t ‘ 
to dispose of it in some way. If it lis for So ) OOO instez ' ild ‘ 
at the pre t it is not by reason of l 
done, but by re m of what th ie t ‘ ‘ . j 
arger Vv: , asalable v » when it is nol ( ' 
ment uses, } ‘ ‘ 
In that view med to that est | 
‘ort Smith case ought to be a plied i ; 
came up on the application of the pred < th t | - Lala 
ecessor of the Senator from Arkansas | M * the nd moi ! I 
propriation ef proceeds from the military reservation at Fort Smith for imate 1 lt, 5 ! 
the common schools of that city, and it met with universal favor in | as you could do by } 
the Senate. It met with the favor of the Senator from Vermont. I | ing it for other 
am confident that the Senator from Vermont voted for or i tha Mr. BE} } l ; 
appropriation, and so did Senators generally. I do not remember | every day leg ig ; [ 
that there was scarcely any division or opposition ou th« 1al vote to | think we are. ‘ 
the passage of that bill, and the reasons were precisely the same as in | would g 
this instance. the Government; they a 
A city had been established at Fort Smith. Theland! been made | at those places wl } ‘ t 
valuable by the work of the community surrounding it. Chey needed | are not given to t tow the : intended to 


the money. And when the Government no longer needed the land jor | town especially; but they are built t f the « 
military or other uses, it wassold, and the proceeds appropriated to the | the ¢ 
benefit of the common-school system of that city with very favorable | ment. 1 illu Li in point in y wa I 

results. I fhink theSenatorfrom Arkansas will testify, asother promi-| Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a questior ‘ { 
nent citizens of that State have said to me, that the schools of Fort t-off i 
Smith have received avery great impetus from the appropriation of the | communities? Is the United 








proceeds of that military reservation. | intangible ent that ! 
Tampa is a needy point. Itis the extreme south of the country. | who use all these things 
Good schools there will clean up the city and help to cure the yellow Mr. BERRY I do not ] to 





fever, and help to fill that part of the country with the sort of popu- | of the general question sugg 1 by the int ry 1a 
lation that will have the intellectual and physical vigor to retain such | from New Hampshire. I will state, however, that the class legislation 
a knowledge of sanitary and other conditions as will enable them to | I had in my mind is that which the Senator has supported he 
make their peninsula a healthy locality, and it will be for the common | various occasions, for instance, taking gene n t Army who re 
defense, to put intelligence into the southern part of the State of Flori 
to a greater extent than it now exists. The masses of the people th them upon the retired-list now for t sole pur] 
need the school; they need it for a thousand reasons, and we need that ; to draw money from the Treasury of the United St 
they should have it. | Mr. BLAIR rose 

If the Senator from Florida would be willing to modify his amend- Mr. BERRY. Waitamin li to pl 
ment so that this money, if the Senate should see fit to appropriate it, | of that character on retired-list, t] : rs throughout th 





} 1 ‘ + 7 
la igned and engaged in civil life and faile ) eed at that, and ] 











might go to the general good, instead of testing an experiment which | country ought to ew. 49 tica 
in any event would only reach a portion of the people, I should be | islation, and that is what I alluded to 





very glad indeed to support hisamendment, and I should hope that th: Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 
ce a 


Senate would do the same, as they have done formerly. Mr. BER] Oo} 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I was not a member of the Senate at | wish to be interrupted right now « 
the time the bill passed granting the Fort Smith reservation to the| Mr. BLAIR. Doest ) 


city of Fort Smith for the benefit of common schools, asstated by the| Mr. BERRY. Now. 

Senator from New Hampshire. I stated before the committee, and | The PRESIDENT ; ] ; 
state here, that the reservation was sold in the most fortunate way, so | to yield. 
as to yield a large amount of money. I say furthermore, : l 








: | y 

there, that the effect has been to give an impetus to commo sho is not of the same kind. 

at Fort Smith that they did not have before. It has builded up a fins Mr. BERRY, It doesn t 

school system in the city of Fort Smith. New Hampshi iether | ) 1 or do mal 





That the citizens of the city of Fort Smith were very much in favor | a speech is concerned. 
of that bill there can be no question. It has been a matter that has Mr. BLAIR. It does not injure the Senator 
been discussed since that time in the State. A great deal of opposi-| Mr. BERRY. As I stated in the beginning, I think that 
tion was developed outside, in Sebastian County, i 
the money should have gone to the entire school district of th t reaso! ause it was within my own 
ity, or the township; others that it should have gone to the county; | objection to it, provided the money \ to 
others to the Congressional district, or to the State. I was very much op] 1 to it in tl 

The objection urged to this character of appropriations is that it is | gested by the Senato m rida. 
land which belongs to the entire people, that it is taken and given to othe Olea ahd, ' i by the 
the citizens of a particular locality, thereby making others contribu the Committee on |] i if jess, since the S 
to the education of children in that particular locality when they Hampshire ressed me, those obje 1s have 
ceive none of the benefits of it, But, as I said, I do not care to dis th m The object was that this Governm pr 
that point, because the Fort Smith matter was determined before I | belonged to the people of the entire country, should be ta 
came here and is a matter with which I had nothing todo. | f | and the money appropriated for the particular benefit « 
this reservation is to be given to the city of Tampa then every o dren who happen to live within the lim 


some claiming tha money to Fort Smith is; ecedent fo Ie | ng of it to 
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reservation that has been turned over asa part of the public drenof the poor 1 ho live jt yd t 
should be given to the city or town nearest to which it is lo it, and yet those children have t é t 
Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? children who live in the cit 
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In addition to that there is the fact that there are other reservations 
all over the country, and this would serve as a precedent, and very 
soon throughout the United States where there is a reservation located 
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the people of that community would come and ask Congress to give | 


them the proceeds of the reservation, and thereby build up the schools 


of the town, leaving the children who live outside of those places un- | 


provided for, 

These are my objections to the amendment, and they are the objec- 
tions urged by the committee. The committee in addition to that 
thought they were dealing liberally with Tampa. They gave in the 
bill over 25 acres for a park. 


credit, giving every man an opportunity to bid at the sale. They 


They agreed to sell the land on long | 
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all the people init. That is the only definition you cangiveit. There 
never was and there never will be a Jaw passed which embraces every 
person and affects each one exactly in the same way. ‘The education 
of each boy and girl in Tampa in some respects henefits all the people 
of the United States. 

If the Senate is willing to pass this amendment in any form for the 
common schools, as much as I prefer industrial education, believing, 
as I said, that it is the only education that is advantageous to the great 
mass of the people, and with which all education will come, I shall 
gladly accept the modification proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and agree toany amendment he orany Senator may suggest to carry 


| out that object. 


adopted every suggestion that was made, I believe, by the Senator from | 


Florida save and except in regard to the proceeds. I believe it is a 
precedent that ought not to be followed, and that the Government 


the whole people of the country, and not for select individuals to be 
selected by the Member of Congress or the Senator who introduces the 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Unless this money can be reasonably concentrated, its 
dissipation will be as useless as the mist. For that reason, if it is to 
be appropriated at all, I think it should go to the city of Tampa, the 
support of whose schools will absorb the whole of it if they be made 
reasonably efficient. 1t will be impossible to distribute the interest 
upon this money as itaccrues from year to year throughout the county 
or throughout the State, for its effect would be inappreciable. 

With reference to class legislation, the Senator’s case is hardly op- 
portune so far as regards myself personally. Though I would be in 
favor of placing such men as General Frémont upon the retired-list, 
and while in very exceptional cases where very great public service has 
been rendered by a military officer who had failed to preserve his con- 
nection with the roster, I might be induced to place him on the retired- 
list, I have no recollection of having done so at any time except in the 
case of General Frémout, when, no doubt, I was justified in so doing. 

I said nothing of class legislation. If there is any legislation what- 
ever that is not vlass legislation, it is that which goes for the support 
and maintenance of a school system in which and by which every 
child of the United States born, as all children are, illiterate, can be 
qualified for the proper discharge of the duties of citizenship. Thein- 
stances the Senator seems to have in his mind are certainly very far- 
fetched. They do not apply to the appropriations for the support or 
common schools. 

As I said before, the people there seem to need these common schools. 
They need just such a light set on the shore, just such a beacon light 
at Tampa as this money would help to establish. It would be of in- 
finitely more use to the American people than any other conceivable 
appropriation that could be made here, it seems to me. 

As I said before, this particular community, having given all of the 
value there is to this particular land, it does seem to me like a species 
of robbery (which we have a right to do because we have the power 
and can enact the law) to take it from that locality and pour it into 
the general Treasury and appropriate it in a way that the community 
which made the value will get next to nothing from it. 

I hope the Senator from Florida will modify his amendment. I un- 
derstand the Senator from Arkansas is not especially opposed to the 
amendment in the form I suggest. 

Mr. CALL. I will very cheerfully modify my amendment, if the 
Senator from New Hampshire desires it. I only wish to say one word 
in regard to it, and I intend to say but one. 

I wish to say that the people of Tampa are, many of them, the most 
excellent people in the United States. They are gathered from all 

rts of the country. They area very enterprising people, and they 
a progressed in every way and have developed a large and beautiful 
city there. 

There is also the class of people there of whom I have spoken, men 
who came into the country from Cuba and the West Indies, engaged 
in all kinds of occupations, largely devoted to gaining a living from the 
waters of the ocean, from sponges, coral, fish, and oysters. 

Those people have had very little opportunity for education; their 
time is occupied with severe labor, and they are a poor class of people. 
In addition to that there are the roaming Indians. 

There being separate schools, which is an indispensable thing in that 
community, between the white and colored races, I am willing for 
every child everywhere in the State to go there who is willing to go. 
Of course there will be very few from outside, and none but the local 
people will attend; but it will do away with the idea of the Senator 
from Arkansas about class legislation. 

I only wish to say that if the Senator from Arkansas is consistent he 
will never give a vote in this body of any kind whatever, for he will 
never vote for anything that will embraceevery man, woman, and child 
in the United States. There can not be such an appropriation made 
except in its incidental effects, and all this idea of class legislation as 
applied to this kind of an appropriation is utterly unfounded in reason. 

The general benefits of all legislation are those which embrace in 
some of their consequences, direct or indirect, the whole country and 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I am opposed to this amendment. 


| This matter was fully discussed in the Committee on Public Lands, 
| and the committee determined to report the bill without the amend- 
property and the Government money should be used for the good of | 


ment desired by the Senator from Florida. I believe there are about 
37,000,000 acres of land in the State of Florida. Of this quantity over 
20,000,000 acres have been selected by the State and claimed by the 
State as granted to it by the act of 1850, known as the swamp-land 
grant. Something over 15,000,000 acres, or nearly half the area of the 
State, have been patented to the State as swamp land. Considerable 
grants of land have been made to the State in addition to aid in the 
coustruction of railroads. 
Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 
Mr. DULPH. Certainly. 
Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator if I have not been urging him and 
the Committee on Public Lands to reclaim every acre of that land 
which was improperly selected, and if I have not asked that a special 
committee be appointed for the purpose of examining that very sub- 
ject? 
Mr. DOLPH. I was not speaking of what was improperly selected. 
The Senator from Florida has been urging some impracticable thing. 
The Committee on Public Lands has had his resolution before it and 
has made a report which is in print. Any Senator can obtain full in- 
formation in regard to the condition of the swamp lands in Florida 
from that report. 
I repeat what I have said before, that out of 37,000,000 acres over 
20,000,000 acres have been selected and claimed by the State of Florida 
as swamp land under the act of 1850, and over 15,000,000 acres have 
been patented to that State. In addition to that there have been con- 
siderable quantities of land granted to the State to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads. I understand the State of Florida has also received 
in addition every sixteenth section of public land in each township for 
public schools, and other grants, for an agricultural college and for 
university purposes, have been made. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And her share of the proceeds of the sales of all 
the public lands within her limits. 
Mr. DOLPH. And her share of the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands, in the division that was made by Congress, I think, in 1841— 
probably in 1841 and 1843. This would appear to be a pretty good 
showing for the State of Florida in regard to the public lands. 
I wholly disagree with the Senator from New Hampshire in his 
proposition that the lands reserved for this military reservation were 
made valuable by the acts of the citizens of Florida. I think very 
likely the land adjacent to this reservation and even the town of Tampa 
was largely built up by the fact that this was a military reservation 
and was occupied by the United States forces which had to be supplied 
at that point; and I know of no reason why, after there has been a 
reservation of public lands belonging to the United States, and they 
have been improved by lapse of time and by the general improvement 
of the country, the Government should not have the benefit of the im- 
proved value of the lands. Therefore I see no special or particular 
claim of the town of Tampa to the proceeds of these lands. 
Again, I agree with the Senator from Arkansas, that if we establish 
precedentsof this kind, they must be followed, and every town will claim 
the proceeds of the sale of the reservation which has been located near 
it whenever it is offered for sale. 
Besides, after the matter has been fully investigated by a committee 
of the Senate and, as the Senator from New Hampshire knows, care- 
fully and thoroughly, and the committee has made a report, I think 
that report ought to be acted upon and adopted by theSenate. I hope 
the amendment will not prevail. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I never was a believer in the sanctity 
of committee reports. A committee report is entitled to that consid- 
eration in open Senate to which the reasons on which it is based may 
be entitled; and if this report of the Committee on Public Lands is 
sustained by the better reason the report should be sustained. I do 
not think the Senator from Oregon probably means to claim for it any 
greater degree of sanctity than that which I have indicated. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire will permit me —— 

Mr. BLAIR. We are now acting as a Committee of the Whole and 
not the Committee on Public Lands, and I suppose the work of the 
Committee of the Whole should be as free from embarrassment as pos- 
sible and that we should consider nothing but the reasons bearing upon 
the merits of the case. To be sure, the opinion of the Committee on 
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Public Lands is entitled to consideration, and the opinion of the ma- | property in this city should y time be transferred or 
jority of the committee was agains st the appropriation of this 1 ey to} removed and the property sol 
an industrial s« ae Phat wae Sey Seen 6 the « ymimitt Mr. BLAIR. Mr. P1 I ‘ mn to the Senator 
In rega ard to the Senator’s reply to the suggestion [ made that the | from Oregon: Suppose there é hun ! r living in the city 
value of this land 1 3s owing to the exertion of the war power t] of Tampa, it was just 4s necessary that i have been this 
Government, I have to say that he gets the vehicle before the hors military occupation at that point on our coast v. or as at any pre- 
The Government is the creature of th people; th power is the | vious time whatever. That was a point which it w Reetiwtens, 4. sod 
creature of the people; and the war power was exerted in Florida be- | eupy for the general defense of the United States : vell as the people 
cause there was a people in Florida, the people of the United Stat | who might settle in that particular locality will not d 
portion of them, were there, and they were entitled to have the wat | pute that. general sense that is true at 
power exerted in their defense. ‘1 people of the United States asa{ Now, suppose that no human being lived th is no longer 
unity acquired that territory and the people as a whole defended that occasion for this military occay th States should 
territory, as they have every inch of our frontier and a great al of | offer the land for sale, what would they get for i [t would not sell 
our interior, indeed all of our interior from time to time as it was our | for 50 cents an acre. Its value entirely ov to the fact that hu 
frontier. | man beings, a portion of this nat who with the rest of the United 
So now these people in Tampa, the portion of in people | States were entitled to defense at that point because it was an accessi- 
settled in Tampa and who conquered the difticul nature and | ble point on our coast where an invading enemy might land and 
made that soil, that locality prosperous and productive and a suitable endanger the whole country—but for the fact, I hat those people 
home for a portion of this nation as a peaceful } eople and notas a por- | went there and established homes, this land would not be worth any- 
tion of the war power, are entitled to the pe eur viary value w — they | thing, would not be worth the time we are spending over it in debate, 
have given to the soil w ‘ereon they live. And | now uw Q t the nited | as the Senator well knows; and if when we withdraw our forces and 
States har no ] ynger as a whole nation to discharge that } ccs of its | the forts are dismantled we offer it for sale we get thing for it, but 
duty in the exertion of the war power at tha it particular Jo ity, need on the contrary, offering it for sa 2s we do now, it being no longer 
it no longer, it belongs ys the people of that locali ty, and re cult necessary for t reneral defense to occupy it, it sells for fifty or one 
tion which surrounds 1is particular tract, being the w hundred thousand dollars, it is not somuch what that local community 
community, it is ae re reason of what t they have done have done, but the fact that they are there and will remain there that 
longer desirable at all or has any salable value. It i ! rives value to that soil. 
for places of residences and in small tracts for building lots. Would Tam not talking about—and it is not the p sition before the Sen- 
it be so but for this city, which these people have established and built | ate—disposing of the b ks and personal property that may be on 
up there? Certainly not. Therefore it is, I submit, that unless the | this reservation for th efit of people there. There would be 
war powers of the Governm ent are to be look d upon as the « tors | some little ground 1 he Senator’s argument, though not much, then 
rather than the instrumentalities of the nati he value was given to | butit is the soil, it is the reservati f land that we are talking about, 
this partic ‘ular locality by the people and not by the exertion of the | something that the Government « ca away. No purchaser 
war power under the Constitution, can be found for it unless the soil be inhabitab! nd it is valuable 
Now, when this tract comes to be sold and we need it no longer fo just in proportion as it is lace of s abit: tion, and the 
the purposes of war, and it comes to be appropriated for the purposes people there have mace it 2nd n it all c ts value. I insist 
of peace and sold by the Government, I think that the community | that my argument is a 1e 
which has given the land value ought to have the value to themse! ve Now, take the Senato ustration as to the city of Washington 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the same argument advanced bv th To be sure, the Government has gi e value, great value, to the 
Senator from New Hampshire in regard to the military reservation | city of Washington. People have here 1 have settled in con 
near the town of Tampa could be applied in the case of the removal | sequence of the advantages which the Government has given to thi 
of the capital of the United States to St. Louis or Chicago or San |] - | localit: If it should be necessary for the general good to take the 
cisco, and the Government reservations and lots upon which the pul | public buildings away and establish the capital elsewhere, | admit 
buildings stand in the city of Washington shonld be no longs ded for | that the Government would have aright and ought to dispose of these 
Government purposes and were to be disposed of by sale by the Govern- | public buildings to the best advantage it could; but could it sell them 
ment. It seems to me with just as much force the Senator could con anything unless it could remove them? Corld it sell these build 
tend that the value of this property had been given to’it by the people gs for anything unless somebody lived he it could be madea 
of the city of Washington, and therefore all the proceeds of the prop good place of habitation? These public buildings are wholly inap 
e erty should go to the support of schools or for some other public purpose | propriate for any private use 
n the city of W ashington. } rhe result would be that, if the Government should change from the 
[ think the fallacy of that sort of argument will be apparent at once. | occupation of its property here, now so vy le. it would be the los 
This city has become what it is, not so much by the efforts of the in- | of its substantial value and could not sell it at all, while down at 
habitants of the city as from the fact that the capital of the United | Tampa that piece of land which has been o ceupied for military pur- 
States is here, and that the United States has expended millions of | poses can be sold for a large amo int of money that can be put into the 
money in erecting public buildings, and in opening streets, and in| Treasury. it could sell the soil v the Capitol and the other pub- 
beautifying the streets, and in the payme nt of the emp! f the G | lic buildings stand for something, but it could sel! this soil for nothing 
ernment located here, which money is expended in the « mun unless by reason of the factthat somebody would remain and live here. 
and which has built up the city. Isay that upon the } principl Everybody would be 4 eo course. ‘The surrounding com- 
undoubtedly the military reservation near the town of Tampa, if there | munity b yy an act of that kit would be robbed of three-fourths of its 
were troops statione d ™ ere year after year, officers : who had | property undoubtedly, by the fact that the Government chose to get up 
to depend upon the surrounding « yuntry for subsi e very fac and locate itself somewhere els se. They would suffer largely and the 
that they were st: ation a there tended to build up the town of Tampa | Government would be a total loser of everything, unless some portion 
and make the property of the citizens valuable, and it is not the action | of the American people chose to remain here and give value to tie lo- 
of the citizens that has made the military reservation valuable. | cality which we should a! i reason of its being made appro 


I do not see force in the expression of the Senat 
shire to the effect that ; of the town 
any legal or equitable interest in this property. It is a strang 
ment to me that people can acquire an interest in property 
which they do not own simply by the improvement of their 
erty. Ican not understand what either the legal or equi ain 
of the people of Tampa isto this property. I think, as was said by the 
Senator from Arkansas, it is the property of all the people, and no such 
special showing has been made in regard to the wants of the community 
there as to justify the diversion of the proceeds of this land, 


r from New Han 
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benefit. 
If it was a case where there were some special wants to be supplied, 
which it was proper for the General Government to supply, then that 


1 ; ' 
which be- 
long tothe Government, from the Treasury of the United States to their 


would be another question and the propriety of the appropriation would | 


depend entirely on the propriety of supplying that want of the people | 


of Tampa. But when the Senator undertakes to show that there is 
some sort of claim on the part of the people of re to the proceeds 
of this property, it seems to me that his argumeut, if it i iny- 
thing, would go to the extent of showing that the beset of W chin 
ton would have an equitable right to the proceeds of all the public 
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is exet 
the enemy is likely to be found; 





» Government that does this | 
things. ‘The Govern 
general purposes. The war pow 
it is specifically put forth where 
but it is put forth not for the special 
defense of that people, though they are included, of course, in the peo- 
ple at large, but for the detense of the whole country; and when, as 
down there, we no longer need to meet an enemy at that point and the 
land is to be given to a private corporation, and we are dependent upon 
private purchasers for whatever we get for it, I say the pe ople who are 
there and who have given it its purchasable value are entitled to the 
proceeds for their own use. We havea right to direct it to a public 
purpose which may be for the general benefit, as in the case ot 
mon schools, or at least we may undertake to exercise that right. 
And so generaliy ver the local community gives all the value 
that there is to property which the Government is abandoning— I mean 
property which can not be removed, like real estate—I say there is an 
equitable claim that in that locality, tor such general public uses as 
may be needed, we should give them the benefit of the proceeds if there 
be need, especially as inthis case. Surely you can imagine no stronger 
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‘ than We ought to give this money to Tampa whether there 
j ition there or not, 
ir. DOLPH Vhy? 

Mr. BLA Because they need it. On the same principle we 
P d the common-school bill, and divided the fund it appropriated 
where the ilteracy 18 prevalent, 1n proportion to illiteracy. Did the 

pator vote for the school bill? I remember that he did so. 

Mr. DO H. I did, but I did not vote for a bill for the benefit of 
one vie town or one singie Community. 

] But you voted for the benefit of every town where 

i wy | ed, and gave in proportion to the prevalence of illiter- 

acy. Ido not know any way that the people of Tampa can go to work 

nd ver this money. I do not know any way that anybody can 

get money out of the Treasury but by act of Congress, unless he has 
the ph orce to do it. 

But i ms to me there isno argument which has been offered here, 
whi is 2 very easily exploded, why this money should not be given 
to the pr of Tampa under the circumstances of this case. They 
need it. Put it upon the ground of an act of benevolence and charity, 


and why should they not have it? What location in the United States 


is so needy as the southern extremity of Florida? Consider the class 
of pulation that is there. But few of the more intelligent people 
of country are located there. You find descendants of Indians, 
half-breeds, and foreigners, and all of them educated in the general 
principles of yellow fever rather than of ordinary intelligence and of 
the capacity of American citizenship; and if we can put a common 
school the by expending $50,000 or $100,000 we are doing.a great 
thing for the United States at large. 

[ wish the Senator from Florida would modify his amendment. I 
do not propose to go into that part of the question. I will vote for it; 
but if he would say ‘‘ common school’’ instead of ‘‘industrial school ”’ 


I should prefer it. 
CALL. Mr. President, I shall feel under the necessity, after the 
suggestion of Senators, in order to pass the bill, to withdraw the amend- 
ment I offered. Before doing so, however, I desire to say just a word. 
The people of Tampa are not such as my friend from New Hamp- 
, With the best motives, has described them. Thereare not many 
halt there or any kind of mixture of races. They are a very 
enterprising and very intelligent and very moral and industrious peo- 
ple, perhaps equal to any to be found anywhere in the world; but 
there is a considerable mixture of Cubans there and of men who have 
followed the sea for a living, and they have but small accumulations. 


AT 
Dit 


| } 
preeas 


Therefore it would be very desirable that the public-school education, 
either common-school or industrial, should be largely aided. 


I understand the Senator from Oregon to oppose this amendment on 
the principle that he will vote against all bills to appropriate the reser- 
vations in Oregon for the benefit of the people of Oregon in those par- 
ticu 


priveiple, I withdraw the amendment and ask for a vote on the biil. 
| ** Vote!’ ‘* Vote! "| 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

Che title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the disposition of 
1 srooke military reservation at Tampa, Fla., and for other pur- 
pos o 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution to investigate the Louisiana election. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 
resolution. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, at the close of the debate the other 
day I desired to say a few words upon this resolution, but failing the 
opportunity, I will briefly state now what I desired then to submit. 
fhe resolution is one for investigation and against which, it seems 
to me, no Senator can well cast his vote. The one great function cer- 


The question recurs on agreeing to 


I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


tainly of legislative power is to investigate, and to limit the power of 


investigation or to pursue a policy which limits that power or looks to 
its limitation, even where there be no certainty of the discovery of im- 
portant matter, is to pursue a policy which will be likely to result in 
imperfect, ill-founded action, or the neglect of legislative duty; and 
for that reason, if for no other, I should support the resolution as I 
would a resolution to investigate grave charges of this or any other 
kind against the Commonwealth or conduct of citizenship in the Com- 
monwealth where I reside. On former occasions the Democracy of the 
Senate have not hesitated to support like resolutions, I remember 
serving Upop a committee when I first had the honor to become a mem- 
ber of the Senate which made like inquiries and investigations in the 
States of Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, 
and possibly in other of the Northern States; and the charges against 
the conduct of citizens in those States were of as grave a character as 
those embraced in the present resolution. 

The development of the existence of public evils must certainly be 


lar localities where they may be found, and as this is a matter of 
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entouraged, for nothing is g: The evil is 
not lessened by its invisibility. It becomes greater if it remains un- 
exposed within the system, poisoning the blood of the body-politic, and 
inevitably a catastrophe comes sooner or later, and allthe sooner from 
the failure , and so open the way to remedy, 
to cure. 

I anticiy as a result of this in zy 
that substantially everything that is ged in the resolution of inquiry 
will be proven. Like investigations on former occasions have had that 

sult, and I have little doubt that it is the general conviction of the 
country that most of these things asserted have come to be the exist- 
ing status of several of the States of the United States, or a status ha 

kind inevitably grow, and there- 
fore it is that as the results of these investigations there has come to 
be comparatively so little demonstration of popular interest. 

It seems to be understood that here is this great trouble which should 
be remedied; but after we discover the disease we do not know how to 
cure it. Nothing has as yet b done except in so far as the forces 
of popular general opinion of mankind at large can affect to change or 
modify the conditions in which our friends in the South have found 
themselves involved. 

I desire, the investigation being made, that the primary object should 
be to find the remedy, and have therefore for some time, against the 
patience of the Senate it may be, but I think not against the patience 
of the American people, certainly not against a great public necessity, 
urged that we pursue a course of legislation which is substantially and 
affirmatively remedial in its nature; and there is no way, in my opin- 
ion, in which we can reach this Southern difficulty so as to give a per- 
manent cure, and there is no way in which we can prevent the like 
difficulties coming to every State of this Union but by making it an 
indestructible principle of action on the part of the nation at large that 
every human being born on our soil shall either by the parent or by 
the State or by the nation become fully qualified for the discharge of 
the duties of American citizenship, to which end the common educa- 
tion of the people is the first step. 

And so itis that bearing upon this resolution and with something 
of the feeling that the old Roman senator is said to have had when he 
closed what little he had to say on any occasion, and I presume com- 
menced also, with the asseveration that Carthage must be destroyed, I 
insist upon it that illiteracy in this country must be destroyed; and 
upon this resolution I have just a word to say in that direction, especi- 
ally appropriate to the State of Louisiana. 

It has been demonstrated by the proceedings and records relating to 
the very election which is proposed to be investigated that the illit- 
eracy and consequent incompetency of the voting population of that 
great Stateisupon the increase. It isnow greaterthan it was in the year 
i880. The illiteracy of the white voters is in a rapid state of increase 
in the State of Louisiana. This is not an evil which is confined to the 
negro population; it is not an evil which is increasing only with the 
negro population; but it is increasing with the whole voting popula- 
tion of the State of Louisiana. As long as this condition of things ex- 
ists and becomes deeper and denser, and larger and higher, and more 


ined by their suppression. 


to investigate, to expos 


tigation, should it be ordered, 


} 
Ale 


alle 














come to be out of which things of thi 











een 


| and more formidable, the evils of which we complain in that State, and 


which are not absent in other States, will be upon the increase also; 
and to investigate without a view to the application of some remedy— 
and this is the only remedy that seems to be within our reach—is the 
idlest thing in the world. 

My colleague has done well to introduce this resolution; butif, as a 
result of the investigation, nothing should be done save only the de- 
velopment of a difficulty, it will be time wasted and the efforts of the 
nation thrown away. 

Now, Mr. President, I proceed to the establishment of the fact which 
I have alleged in reference to the condition of intelligence among the 
voting population of the State of Louisiana. 

I will state that I myself wrote to the secretary of state of Louisiana 
some little time since, and have from him a communication establish- 
ing all that I have asserted; and I shall be glad, if I have not mislaid 
the figures which he gave me, to present them. But his communica- 
tion showed this in substance, that the increase of illiteracy among the 
white voters of that State, was some 7 per cent. since the year 1880. 
The per cent. was larger of the colored voting population. 

Still more recently, I wrote to the editor of the New Orleans Times- 
Democrat, a good paper, a strong and influential paper, Democratic, of 
course, politically, but a paper of character and position, not inferior, 
probably, to any other in the country in the regards of which I now 
speak, and I received in return this communication: 

Tur Times-Democrat, 58 CAMP STREET, 
New Orleans, July 13, 1888. 

Dear Sre: Your letter of July 10th to the editors of The Times-Democrat, of 
whom I am one, was handed me to-day. The article to which you allude, on 
“the increase of illiteracy in Louisiana,’’ was not published in the The Times- 
Democrat, but originally in the New York Sun, of which paper I am corre- 
spondent here. I wrote the article and sent it to the Sun early in May, but un- 
fortunately— 

And I hope some one will find that article, for it is a very telling 
article— 


but unfortunately gave away the only copy of the paper containing it. I in- 
close, however, some statistics from it which I have saved. They are official, 
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Now come tl total voters of both colors consolidated 
centages: 
tal ters i 
Lit I] erat I 
FEBS? . .nccccccecccccves 122, 955 12 38 
WEI GF ccvoncsscecccccccesscevecccsccncevessseceres 106, 426 112, 452 i 
BBBOT mccccscsersccccccseces l 865 102, 932 


What I call special attention to is the increase in the pe 
illiteracy during this period of time. Illiteracy has in 
telligence of voters has decreased from 52.3 to 49.2 per cei 
rance or illiteracy has increased from 47.7 to 50.8 per ce: 
Then follow the percentages of white voters and color 
with in separate columns. 








j 19.3 

13.3 { 

15.1 1s 
As will be observed, there is asteady increase of illiteracy 
white voters, as shown by the percentages, and the literate « 
I Ss , ( 
has decreased from 18 per cent. down to 15 per cent. during tl 

ye s, 

At the end of the statistics which I have just read M 


BAYS: 

Notice that in 1880 a majority of v 3s were literate. lt 
Notice also that in the new voters, or rather the increase in votc 
added in eight years 





Whites who can read and Wile ..............cceesee0 . 
Negroes who can read and write... 


Total literate 


egroes unable to read, ete.. 


Whites unable to read, ete 





iterate. 





Of the new white voters a n 
ten out of eleven were illiterate. 





Now, Mr. President, there is nothing so significant, so t: 
is developed in the existing data relating to the status of tl 
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Treasury. The enormous increase from year to year in the quantity 
of importations of manufactured and other articles of merchandisc 
which are subject to ad valorem duties is largely attributable to this 
cause. Duties which are nominally protective to American industries, 
and which would be actually so if honestly collected, prove both de- 
Insive and destructive when, through defective laws and negligent or 
corrupt administration, but a fraction of the amounts lawfully due are 
levied and collected. 


> 


been from time to time discovered in the tariff schedules, or which have 
been created by erroneous decisions of the Treasury Department. 

The interpretation given to the seventh section of the act of March 
3, 1883, by which the cost of coverings and charges of all kinds is ex- 
cluded from coasideration in the assessment of dutiable values, has had 
the effect, without changing nominal rates, to reduce largely, but in an 
irregular and unequal manner, the amount of duties collected on im- 
ports. 

4. To secure the proper readjustment and equalization of tariff 
rates rendered necessary by modified business conditions, improvements 
in methods of production, radical changes in prices, or by new elements 
or sources of competition. 

5. To give relief and protection to many industries which are now 
suffering on account of the inadequate rates levied on competing prod- 
ucts. 

The public demand for a reduction of revenue is more urgent on ac- 
count of the inexcusable retention in the national Treasury or on de- 
posit in national banks of vast sams of money in excess of the amount 
required to pay the current demands upon the Treasury and to meet 
the maturing obligations of the Government. This sam, with the ad- 
ditions which will accrue within the next four months and before any 
legislative action reducing the revenues can be effective, will be suffi- 
cient to pay in full the outstanding 44 per cent. bonds due in 1891, 
)221,000, 000. 

The existence of this immense surplus furnishes occasion for constant 
anxiety and apprehension of possible financial disaster. ‘The failure 
to prevent this dangerous accumulation, inciting, as it does, extrava- 
gant expenditures, and constituting an ever-present menace to the 
prosperity and enterprise of all our people, can not be too severely cou- 
demned; but it is a failure for which the executive department of the 
Government is alone responsible. 

This accumulation could and should have been profitably avoided, 
and the possibility of business disaster averted, by a prompt return of 
the money coilected from the people to the channels of trade through 
the purchase of United States bonds that could at all times have been 
obtained for prices which, to the Government, would have been equal 
to an investment, of otherwise unprofitable funds, at a rate of interest 

f not less than 2 per cent. per annum. 
It is probably true that the $60,000,000 deposited in national banks 


can not now be withdrawn without peril to the business interests of 


the respective communities where the banks are located, and that this 
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policy of the party in power to delay action, to magnify causes for un- 
easiness, and to multiply and intensify evils until the people of the 
country should imperatively demand relief, and then to assume that 
the evils and embarrassments from which we are suffering are the neces- 
sary incidents of the protective system, and that relief can only be 
found in the emasculation or destruction of that system. 

The known attachment of the great mass of the wage-earners of the 
country to a system which has been productive to them of unexampled 
prosperity prevented the adoption of a policy ofopen attack, and made 
it necessary that some plausible reason should be tound for the stealthy 
accomplishment of their destructive designs. 

Your committee, after a thorough examination of the provisions of 
the bill (H. R. 9051) referred to them by the Senate, have become con- 
vinced of its inadequacy as a remedial measure in view of the condition 
which confronts us. 

1. Its adoption would probably result in an increase instead of a re- 
duction of the revenue from customs. 

It is claimed by the friends of the bill that the reduction of revenue 
from this source would amount to $49,485,240.75; but we are confident 
that the large reduction in rates proposed would result in greatly in- 
creased importations. When American producers supply a consider- 


| able portion of our market with articles in general use, and the rates 


on these are reduced below the protective point, bothimportations and 
revenue must increase. 

By the acts of July 14, 1870, May i and June 6, 1872, important re- 
ductions in tariff rates were made and the free-list greatly enlarged. 
It was officially estimated at the time of the passage of the various 
acts that these changes would result in a reduction of the revenue from 
customs of $57,227,510. The revenue from this source in 1869 was 
$176,114,904, and in 1873it was $184, 929, 542, oran increase of $8,814, 138, 
This increase took p]ace notwith- 
standing the fact that free importations increased in value $157,707, 264 
between 1869 and 1873. Similar results may be reasonably expected 
should the House bill become a law. 

If foreign manufacturers should, through the changes made in the 
cotton and woolen schedules, secure a quarter of the market now held 
by our cotton and woolen manufacturers—and this is certainly a very 
conservative estimate—the additional amount ef duty collected from 
increased importations would amount to at least $60,000,000 annually. 
The expansion of imports which would surely follow the reduction of 
rates on china, porcelain, common window-glass, manufactures of iron 


| and steel, flax, jute, hemp, and a large numberof minor Manufactures, 


would greatly augment the revenue. 

2. It provides no remedy for undervaluations, but, on the contrary, 
it invites and gives immunity to unlimited fraud by the substitution 
of ad valorem ior specific duties. 

3. It does not remedy any of the inequalities or anomalies, or cure 
any of the defects of existing law. While it perpetuates existing in- 


| firmities, it creates, by its obscurities of purpose and phraseology, and 


sum must remain, for an indefinite period, a permanent loan to favored | 


institutions without interest. This unfortunate situation, however, 
must have been forescen when the deposits were made, and it shouid 


not be aggravated by further deposits, nor should it furnish an excuse | 


for the failure to promptly dispose of the much larger sum remaining 
in the ‘Treasury in the manner indicated. 

To amend the provisions of law which enforce the collection of ex- 
cessive revenue, and to remedy the defects which we bave enumerated, 
are within the scope of legislative relief, and Congress may properly be 
held responsible for any evils resulting from a continuance of existing 
conditions. It may, however, be fairly said that responsibility for delay 
in the adoption of legislative remedies rests upon the party in control 
of the House of Representatives, which by the Constitution has sole 
power to originate revenue bills. The participation of the Senate in 
any effort to cure existing evils by proper legislation has not been pos- 
sible, from the fact that the bill under consideration is the first that 
has reached the Senate in more than five years giving them jurisdiction 
over the subject. 

In view of the universal demand for relief from the unsatisfactory 
condition in which we find ourselves the inaction of those whose anx- 
lety for reform has been manifested by repeated declarations is re- 
markable. It would have been easy at any time when Congress has 
been in session since the 3d of March, 1885—and its sessions have cov- 
ered at least twenty months of that period—to have secured the con- 
currence of the two Houses upon a measure which would have reduced 
the revenue and amended the administrative features of our customs 
laws in a satisfactory manner. 

The refusal to adopt or even to consider a measure of this kind has 
been publicly declared by a leading member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives (Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL) to have been ‘‘owing to the 
fact that a majority of the Committee on Ways and Means seem to 
have determined that unless their own peculiar views can be incor- 
porated into law in regard to customs taxation and the continuance of 
the internal-revenue system without reduction or modification they 
will prevent any reform in this direction.’’ ' 

It has been the evident purpose of those who have controlled the 


by its faulty construction, doubts and ambiguities which must multi- 
ply indefinitely the confusion now existing. The bill does not pre- 
serve the classification of dutiable articles in schedules, and it is im- 
possible to say in many instances to what clause of existing law the 
amendments proposed by the bill were intended to apply, or what their 
effect would be. Although the different paragraphs in the various 
schedules have been numbered for reference at the Treasury Depart- 
ment, they have never received any such legal designation as would 
permit accurate description or identification for purposes of amend- 
ment or repeal, and the difficulties which would certainly arise in the 
interpretation of various provisions of the bill would unavoidably lead 
to endless litigation and serious loss to the Treasury. Some of the 
defective provisions now in force have caused great injury to important 
industries. For instance, the paragraph fixing rates on hat materials 
reads as follows: 

Hats, and so forth, materials for: Braids, plaits, flats, laces. trimmings, tis- 
sues, willow sheets and squares, used for making or ornamenting hats, bon- 
nets, and hoods, composed of straw, chip, grass, palm leaf, willow, hair, whale- 
bone, or any other substance or materia), not specially enumerated or provided 
fer in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

This has been construed by the Treasury Department and the courts 
to admit silks, satins, laces, and a large variety of other expensive ar- 
ticles as ‘‘ materials for hats,’’ which are really used for other purposes, 
at the low rate of duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem, when for other uses 
the same articles are dutiable at 40 to 50 per cent. ad valorem. The 
clause in the bill under consideration which provides for the duty on 
hat materials reads as follows: 

Hats, materials for: Braids, plaits, flats, willow sheets and squares, fit only 
for use in making or orna:nenting hats, bonnets, and hoods, composed of straw, 
chip, grass, palm leat, v »w, hair. whalebone, or any vegetable material, not 
specially enumerated or proviced for, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

It was probably the intention of the framers of the bill to remedy 
the defects alluded to, but it is clear from a comparison of the two 
paragraphs that the provisions of existing law in regard to materia!s 
for hats, composed of *‘any other substance or material’’ than straw, 
chip, etc., would still remain in force and unrepealed, and the practice 
of importing silks, laces, etc.,as hat materials, at 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem would continue. Similar failures of amendments to amend are 
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found in all parts of the bill. To illustrate cases of this kind we have 
appended to our report (Appendix F) a list of paragraphs of doubiful 
meaning, together with some of those where any probable interpre 
tion would increase existing confusion. 

The results, however, which would flow from the failures of the 
as a corrective measure would be much less disastrous to the materi 
interests of the country than those which must surely follow the ado; 
tion of its vicious affirmative propositions. 

AD VAI 
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The feature of the bill which most clearly indicates its pury 
the proposed substitution of ad valorem for specific 
stitution could have no other result than to change rates now protect- 
ive for others which would not protect. The promoters of this bill 
must have been familiar with the testimony submitted to Cong 
Secretary Manning disclosing enormous frauds upon the revenue and h 
est merchants through the use of ad valorem rates. ‘Lhe frequency und 
notoriety of these frauds and the widespread demoralization resulting 
from them should have prevented any attempts to extend the system. 

The use of ad valorem rates has been condemned by the experience 


Ose 


auties, ifs § = 


re 


of every commercial nation in th® world, by the judgment of those who 
have been intrusted with the responsibility of customs administration, 


and by honest importers and merchants, as well as by intelligent po 
litical economists and legislatorsof every shade of economic belie! Phe 
reasons for this general and sweeping condemnation are obvious; ad 
valorem rates are equally unsatisfactory and uncertain whether levied 
for revenue or for protective purposes; duties based on foreign mat 

value are, even under the most favorable circumstances, with honesty 


of purpose on the part of the importer and the highest degree of know! 
edge and unquestioned integrity on the part of the appraising officers, 
necessarily uncertain and unequal; but when, as now, many foreign 
importers deem the successful evasion of our revenue laws by unscrupu- 
lous methods the highest evidence of business capacity, ad valorem 
rates fail lamentably of their purpose. They greatly exaggerate varia- 
tions in foreign prices. When business is depressed and foreign prices 
are abnormally Jow, when foreign competition is most to be dreaded, 
and when a defensive barrier 1s most needed by domestic producers, 
then ad valorem rates are lowest, protection is reduced, and depression 
isintensified. Onthe other hand, when foreign values are highest, :ates 
are highest, and restriction enlarges into prohibition. 

If it is desirable that a sliding scale of duties should be adopted, 
rates should increase as foreign prices diminish. Ad valorem rates 
afford facilities for the grossest frauds upon the revenue; through un- 
dervaluations they invite evasions of the law and reward d 


dishonest 


importers, while they destroy’the business alike of honest importers | 


and of domestic manufacturers. 


The foreign manufacturer practically | 


fixes the duty which he is willing to pay, and in many c*ses the only | 
limitation upon the amount of foreign importations is the extent to | 


which the fear of detection influences the persons who make the in- 
voices, 
s0 manifest that this plan of collecting duties has no advocates but 
professional and political revenue reformers and dishonest consignors. 

In illustration of the effect of the House bill to increase importations 
and break down domestic producers, we cite the application of ad 
valorem rates to the manufacture of fine cotton cloths. The specific 
rates now levied upon cotton cloths furnish no reasonable grounds {or 
adverse criticism, either by the producers or consumers of cotton man- 
ufactures. The inevitable effect of the substitution would be to largely 
increase the importation of all the finer and more expensive classes of 
these goods, and to produce disorganization and depression in this im- 
portant industry. The uniform rate of 40.per cent. proposed, bears 
very unevenly upon the various grades of goods. It would be if col- 
lected upon an honest valuation protective upon the coarser and com- 
moner kinds which are largely consumed by all classes of our people, 
but it would encourage the importation without restraint of those fine 
fabrics which may be properly designated as luxuries. 

The leading cotton manufacturers of the country joined in an em- 
phatic protest to the framers of the bill against the adoption of ad va- 
lorem rates, and submitted the following strong statement of their ob- 
jections to the system: 


While the ad valorem method seems to theoretically have the merits of sim 
plicity and equity, it is in practice found to be unreliable, a prolific source of 





The evils which flow from ad valorem rates are so great and | 
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The proposal to apply this principle to all man I ' 
he equally unsat wtory and destru I ’ 
woolen schedule would prevent import 
nels, blankets, and hats of wool 
cassimeres and other cloths which ent 
mass of our people, but would b 
of dress goods and cloths for men’s we . 
schedules which could be classed as 
worn by our working men and women 
prop ed to the extent of ex« 
all the finer and more expensive produ 
luxuries aud purchased largely by t 
restraint upon importations, and w ! 

American produce 

Specitic duties have been advocated | 
Treasury, withone notable exception, Mr. kt 
ilton, to the present incumb ot ‘ 
oflicers are given in A ndix A Allt 
ciers of Europe, and ail acknowledged au 

le of the Atla: have advocated 
commended by all t prince) 
the leading m rchants, and by th ( 
large cities, for their simp tv and cert 
knowledge is required for their ei ‘ ) i 
articles upon which they are levied have y 
or measured While Spe cilic duties are | 
certain and uniform in their operat t 
revenues, they also have the ber t ‘ 
country infertor, adulterated, and \ j > 

INJURIOUS REDUCT IN RATES y 

That the Senate may be fully ad l cl 
the radical reductions in rates which are proposed H 
table is appended to this report ppendix G ow i 
columns existing rates, the rates proposed, and the ] ‘ 
duction in each case. 









‘The rates proposed in the schedules im, laut n si 
liquors, and tobacco are not changed sof t i 
and but slight reduction is made in the rat on 

With the exceptions named, every tariff schedule is inva 
ations made with the hostile spirit which pe e bill 
all of our industries would feel the blighting of chang 
are either inconsiderate or purposely destruc é lhe follow 
contains a statement of some of the manufactur Which wouhi be 
riously injured by these reductions 

Articles on the dutiable-list injuriously affect }, VW 
Manufactures of cotton Ch 
All manufactures of wool Files, file t ~ 
All manufactures of hemp, flax, and Iron and ste ‘ 
jute. Lead in ore and gs 
| Paper envelopes and other manufact Needles 
ures of paper. Meta ‘ 
Steel railway bars i ype-ue 
Manufactures, ar es, and wares of sla g i 3 
] 1 other reta M l 
, ia sisa t 
a el s [ ad es r 
Pa d « I all k 
res, itr of all - 
Ce mon window-glass and the j M sawed assed. a 
wtt of glass iactures of 
Lead products. . factures i er-mach 
Paints and colors. Ph yphica ruments 
lron and steel rivets, I s, et 
Wrought-iron and steel spikes, « Webbi: of cot 
Horse, mule, and ox shoes, cu other ma ia 
Cut tack is. ar Z Z i lin 
Horseshoe, } and wire nails, et ( ‘ ‘ all kind 


undervaluation, false invoicing, and false oaths, and a premium upon commer- | 


cial dishonesty, and to tend toward a transfer of legitimate business from hon- 
orable importers to the most irresponsible and unscrupulous class of foreign 
traders. A reference to the records of revenue from the customs department 
and the United States courts, or inquiry among importing houses, will convince 
you, it is believed, of the truth of the foregoing assertion, and that the gravity 
of the danger inherent from the ad valorem system is not exagyerated. 

It is therefore thought to be proper to call your attention to this proposition 
of the adoption of ad valorem rates pure and simple, and to urge in the strong- 
est manner that no such backward step be taken, however enticing it may ap- 
peur theoretically, but that the ad valorem rates be used only where the spe 
form is inapplicable, or to supplement the latter in order to better cqua 
rates, as it is wisely applied in the present tariff. 

While no classification of cotton cloths can be equitable, and discrepancies 
will from time to tinre appear and disappear, consequent on changes 





fie 


ze 


in pro- 


ceases and the fickleness of fashion, these inequalities are found in practice un- 
der the specific form to be so inconsiderable in amount as to have but an insig- | 
nificant bearing upon the principle and a trifling effect upon the revenue or 


volume of business, and any objection based upon such inequalities would be 


found to be imaginary rather than real, 


XLTX—574 


ler and other tubes 


be 


The committee estimate the value of the annual product of t} 








dustries to be at least $2,000,000,000, and that in their prosecut er 
ployment is given to not less than 1,250,000 persons, while at 
5,650,000 are directly dependent for support on their continued « 
ence and prosperity. 

The testimony taken by your committee and herewith submitted to 
the Senate contains abundant evidence in detail from manufacturers and 
workmen alike of the destructive results sure to f v tl i 
of the House bill. 

From the representatives of imperiled industries a \ eofur zal 
protest has been raised and the action of the Senate een « est 

| invoked to preserve greatenterpris sfro uthi and unnecess ruin 

For weeks we have patiently listened to persons employed in thi 
various pursuits and from every section, and with doors open to all 
we have received the advice and counsel of the men whose or, ¢ 
terprise, and skill have made the United States the foremost 
country of the world, and not one person has appeared to apy 
to advocate the bill under consideration. 

The free-trade tendencies which are partly concealed in tl 
sitions to cripple or destroy numerous industries are el tht 
into view by an examination of t! of articles v t pro- 
poses to place upon the free-list. Of the one hundred 1 mes 
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from whi the duties are removed, nearly one-half, forty-eight in | 
nu er, are manufactured articles, sixteen are agricultural products, 
el re articles which are now free of duty or without commercial 
im tance, and twenty-one are articles which now pay a small rev- 
< ity, bat which are of such a character that removal of duties is 
u tional 

} ‘ ; ‘ ifactured articl mi which the 
‘ ire 1 
; : sal 

( »yboards, pine or st 
i I i} I 
‘ urd ‘ I ups, ) ir 
Lwe idth 

J ‘ f Bags< ute f 


Alumina, alum, ¢ 


St f woo Porax and bor acid 
NM very for the man f eot- Copper, sulphate of, or blue vitriol. 
i iwzging Iron, sulphate, or coppera | 
J steel ¢ ets coat W or Sk | 
known : 3 I s, terne- Sulphate of, or niter cal 


} 3, or taggers’ tit 


ulphate of, or Glauber’s-salt. 
Glycerine. Sulphur, refined, in rolls. | 
Phosphorus. Coal-tar products. | 
Soap, hard or soft Coal-tars, not colors or dyes, 
Extracts for tanning Logwood and other dye-woods, ex- 
Indigo, extracts of and carmined. tracts of. 
Iodine, resublimed., Quicksilver. } 
oO Brick. | 
Croton German looking-glass plates. 
liempseed and Rapeseed, Chickory, roasted and ground. | 
oO Cocoa and chocolate, prepared. 
Olive oil Grindstones, finished. | 
Cotton-seed oil. Ocher and ochery earths, etc., dry and | 
Salad oil ground in oil. 
Neat’s-foot oil Acorns and substitutes for coffee, pre- 
W hale oil pared, 
Seal oil. Osier and willow, prepared, for basket- 
B s, beans, berries, et lvanced by sakers’ use, 
ng or grinding Curled hair for beds and mattresses. 

( 1 ties or hoops for balingorother Manufactures from non-dutiable crude 
purposes minerals, not otherwise provided for. 
Nee :, Finishing powder. | 
Pickets and palings. Rattans and reeds, manufactured. 
rath | 


is free trade in the concrete, and the list furnishes conclusive | 
é e of the intent of the House bill, which can not be neutralized | 
by the eleventh-hour disclaimers of its supporters. 

Upon investigation it will be found that, with the exception of tin- 
plates, the supply of the above articles for home consumption is now | 
furnished toa great extent by domestic producers, whose business would 
be in most instances at once destroyed by the adoption of this bill. 

The committee have not been able to secure accurate statistics of the | 
aggregate value of these manufactures or of the number of persons 
employed in their production. It is evident, however, from an exam- | 
ination of the list and of the testimony taken by your committee and | 
the reported value of the products of 1880 that at least $500,000,000 
of capital and 300,000 workingmen are nowsoemployed. These items 
seem to have been taken indiscriminately from the present dutiable- 
list, and there is no reason for the removal of duties upon them which 
would not apply with equal force to hundreds of other manufactures 
which are now dutiable. They owe the distinction of having been 
designated for the first sacrifice on the free-trade aitar to the fact that 
neither the interests of a section nor the political control of a district 
demanded their preservation. 

In many cases where the manufactured article is placed on the free- 
list a duty is retained on the materials from which it is manufactured. 
It is needless to say that this discrimination would act as a prohibition 
upon production in this country. 

Soap is placed on the free-list, while duties are retained upon caustic 
soda and essential oils and a tax is retained uponalcohol. This would 
undoubtedly result in the destruction of a large industry which gives 
employment to nearly twenty-five thousand persons. 

German looking-glass plates are placed on the free-list, while a duty 
is maintained on polished cylinder and plate glass, not silvered, o1 
from 2.5 to 45 cents per square foot, equal in some cases to 152 per 
cent. ad valorem. A duty is also retained on nitrate of silver and tin- 
foil used in the silvering process. 

Tin-plates, or iron and steel sheets coated with tin or lead, are placed 
on the free-list; while iron ore and pig-iron, as well as the iron bars or 
steel billets and slabs from which these sheets must be rolled, are du- 
tiable at from 45 to 60 per cent. ad valorem. A duty is also placed by | 
the bill on common black sheet-iron of from 1 to 1.4 cents a pound, | 
and iron and steel sheets, when galvanized with zinc or coated with 
any other metal except tin or lead, are required to pay an additional | 
duty of from one-fourth to three-fourths of a cent a pound above these | 
rates. There is also a duty levied of 1} cents a pound upon pig lead. 

Iron and steel cotton-ties and hoops for baling or other purposes, not 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, are made free; while other hoop, band, 
or scroll iron is dutiable at rates varying from 1 to 1.3 cents a pound, 
and an additional rate of one-fourth of 2 cent a pound is levied on arti- 
zles wholly or partially manufactured from hoop-iron. The iron bars | 
or steel slabs trom which cotton-ties or hoops must be manufactured are 
dutiable at from 45 to 60 per cent. 

Needles are placed upon the free-list, while the duties on steel re- 
main unchanged at not less than 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
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The duty is removed from ocher and ochery earths, and umber and 
umbery earths, dry and ground in oil, while a duty of 15 cents per 
gallon is retained on linseed-oil. 

In the manufacture of the chemical and other products which are 
placed on the free-list the use of expensive apparatus and machinery 
is required, and these remain dutiable. Alcohol, upon which a tax of 


nearly 400 per cent. ad valorem is retained, is largely used in some of 


the products on which the duties are removed or greatly reduced. 


. 


In a considerable number of cases the admission of important manu- 
factured products free of duty while a duty ia retained on materials 
would not only extinguish the industry directly affected, but would 
effectually destroy important colla 

The free admission of iron or steel sheets of all thicknesses coated with 
tin or lead would not only prevent the production of tin-plates in this 
country, but it wonld cause a substitution of imported tin-plates or 
sheets in most cases for roofing, and other building purposes, and for 


domestic uses, where galvanized or other sheet iron or steel is now used, 


+ 


teral industries. 


i and thus large and important American industries, now fully estab- 


lished, would be annihilated. 

The provision to admit German looking-glass plates free of duty 
would not only destroy the business 6f silvering plates in this country, 
but the much larger and more important industry of manufacturing 
plate or other polished glass for all purposes. As the glass referred to 
is of the finest quality and highly polished, it would not only take the 
placé of plate or othe. polished glass for looking-glasses, but of glass for 
other purposes, as it could be cheaply silvered and the silver removed 
at an expense which would be insignificant compared with the duty on 


| foreign glass. This provision also contains, we believe, the first at- 


tempt which has been made in an American tariff to discriminate be- 


| tween the productions of various foreign states, and it can be safely 


assumed that the producers of France, Belgium, and England would 


; not consent to this discrimination in favor of German manufacturers. 


Placing curled hair upon the free-list would ruin a useful trade, and 
it would also deprive the farmers of the United States of a profitable 
market for millions of pounds of hair. 

In many cases the duty is removed not only from materials, but also 
from the manufactured product in various stages as well. Raw wool 
is free of duty, and no duty is levied on washed or scoured wool, or on 


| wool tops or other manufactures of wool less advanced in condition than 


yarns. 
* Jute is put upon the free-list, and the duties are also removed from 
burlaps and bags of jute for grain. 

If Canada consents, round and square timber and sawed boards are 
all frée from duty, while the duty on planed lumber is left an uncer- 
tain quantity. 

Several important crude minerals, like copper, quicksilver, and an- 
timony, are placed on the free-list, and the duty is also removed from 


| the unenumerated manufactured products of these and of the crude 


minerals, gold, silver, aluminum, bromine, bismuth, and many others 
of importance which are now free. It is impossible to say what the 
effect of this sweeping provision would be; it certainly would admit 
free of duty a large number of valuable manufactured articles which 
are now dutiable. 

Crude and refined borax and boracie acid, coal-tar, and coal-tar 
products, and grindstones, finished and unfinished, are placed on the 
free-list. 

It is evident that in these, and in many similar cases, free raw ma- 
terials would not benefit the domestic manufacturers. 

In several cases articles are free under one description and dutiable 
under another. 

For example, iron hoops for other purposes than baling are free, while 
iron hoops for all purposes except cotton-ties, which are specially pro- 
vided for, are dutiable at from 1 to 1.3 cents a pound. All vegetable 


| fibers, including flax, are free, while hackled flax is also dutiable at $10 


per ton. All earthsand clays unwrought are free, while china clay, or 
kaolin, unwrought, is dutiable. All unmanufactured or undressed 
monumental or building stone, including marble, is free, while un- 
dressed marble is also dutiable at 40 cents per cubic foot. Cocoa pre- 


| pared and manufactured is free, while chocolate, a preparation of cocoa, 


is dutiable at 2 cents a pound. 

In a great number of instances materials used by the manufacturer 
are dutiable at one rate, while the finished product is dutiable at a 
lower rate. This want of relation in rates, which extends to every 
schedule in which changes are made, will affect injuriously all of our 
important industries. 

For instance, white lead when dry, ground, or mixed in oil is duti- 
able at 2 cents a pound, while orange mineral, a manufactured product 
of white lead, is dutiable at 1} cents a pound; the rate on red lead 
and litharge, two other Jead products, is but one-fourth of a cent above 
the duty on pig-lead; while the rates on brown and white acetates of 
lead are so low that production would cease in the United States if 
this bill should become a law. The rates on structural iron and steel 
are reduced to six-tenths of a cent a pound, while the duty of 1 cent 
a pound is retained on bar-iron, from which iron beams must be man- 
ufactured. 

The duty on sugar above No. 20 Dutch standard in color is fixed by 
the bill at 2.8 cents a pound, which is equivalent to nearly 85 per cent. 














ad valorem. The duty on cok red and other confect 3 4 ] 
cent. ad valorem. Refined sugar could be manufa \ 
tionery by machinery at al st of « ( 
and imported at a rate of d ld be a 
imposed on the sugar beforeit ire i \ 
1 tured co :, which <« mntail of pu 3 : 
free, and under this description chocolate confectionery wou ible ext ) 
ad tted fi i We should have then under the Hou SDL is il I lepe 
dutiable at 2.8 cent a pou ad as igar, dutial is ‘ 
confectionery, and free as manufactured cocoa. The ¢ t With few 
Visions upon the manufacturers of confect ynery, cocoa ite, 1d tol nel 
and upon the bu ness of refining sugar in this count 
understood. rhe va of tl lomestic n ‘ : .t 
by the census of 1880 was $182,424, 

Several important iron and ( 
and file-blanks, cut ta 1d steel pens, + | 1portations ¢ 
specific rate, are give te of 35 per « f t 





steel from which they are made is dutiable at not 1 1 45 per | following t 
cent. ad valorem. 

Type-metal is dutiable at 15 per cent. 
which it is largely composed is dutiable at 1} cents 
cent. ad valorem. Lead imported as type-metal would pay a duty 
three-eighths of a cent per pound, instead of 1} cents if imported as|,..., |... 


ad valorem, while the lk 


a pound, or 























pig-lead. The lead could be recovered by the sweating process at a 8 to 
cost of about one-half of a cent per pound, and still a saving of three- | 1879 to 18s 
eighths of a cent per pound could be made in duties. AS84 to 

Machinery, hardware, and other articles and wares comp« 1 whol 
or in part of copper, are dutiable by the bill under consideration at It will be seen t! 
per cent. ad valorem, while machinery, hardware, and other manufact- | larger and constant 
ures of iron, steel, or other metals, or of which these metals are t ect policy co 
component iterial of chief value, are dutiable at 10 | or cent d l- ind of i 
lorem. Very much the larger portion of all the machi 
ware now manufactured is composed in part of copper « lif Phe « rine « 
this bill should become a law all m: I l l sac 
tain copper or brass, and in this way 
would be reduced from 45 per cent. n to s 
per cent. Theeffect of this large re t id i 
pre luets of iron and steel and ot ( and j 
terials of which they are comp l | 
much higher rates, would cert: ‘ é =} i | 
tant American industries. M ‘ l l 31 a i 4 
against in the section author l i t bv t 





ages. In the small num 
A duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem is] 
on paper envelopes, the raw material of which is paper, is reduced to | manufactured prod 


20 per cent., 


















otherwise provided for is fixed at 15 per cent. [t is claimed that 
Buttons, braids, fringes, and trimmings of all kinds, of wool orsilk, | saries of life, t 
are dutiable at 50 per cent. ad valorem, while cloaks 1 other gar- | t! is t 
ments for ladies’ and children’s wear, made up, are dutiable at 45 per | life, and of the cl 
cent. ad valorem. ductions on sugar al 
Ground rice and rice meal are dutiable at 15 per cent. ad valorem, | to this purpose. In 
while paddy, orrice with the outer hull on, is dutiable at 1 centa pound, | the action taken in 
or 100 per cent. ad valorem. Rice starch, an advanced manufacture of | the foll g tal 
rice, is also dutiable at 1 cent a pound, while by a change in f 
tion the rate on uncleaned rice is advanced one-half a cent po 
beyond existing rates. 
Oil-cloths are dutiable at 25 per cent.; oil-cloth foundations |! 
same rate, while linseed-oil and many other materi 1 in tl - | Areiicia 
duction of oil-cloth are dutiable at a higher rate. aha aad saee, 
‘he inconsistencies of the bill are numberless. | Kid gloves 
Cotton bagging is dutiable at three-eighths of a cent a pound, while | Cos™etics, pomad 
a portion of the machinery for manufacturing cotton bagging is admit- | « a a rave 
ted free. Jute bags and burlaps which can be used for covering cotton | Manufactures of 
are free, while the machinery for the manufacture of burlaps or jut ea 
bags is dutiable at 35 or 40 percent.ad valorem. Bags of jute for grain | 6 cade. aa aaie 
are free, while bags of jute for flour, fruit, vegetables, or other purpos« nf : 
are dutiable at three-eighths of a cent a pound. Burlaps not exceed- | po. - 


ing 60 inches in width are free, while burlaps exceeding 60 inch i'M 
width are dutiable at 25 per cent. ad valorem. Per 
Bibles and other books in foreign ianguages, print fi t . 
distribution, are free, while Bibles and other books in foreign languag 
if printed for sale, are dutiable at 25 per cent. ad valorem 
Needles and looking-glass plates are free, while protect duties are We have been 1 
levied on iron-ore and soda-ash. that in 
Extract of hemlock bark is free, and extract of suma ] 
Beans and pease are free, whilk is dutiable at $1.28 per busl 


Wool and salt are free, while sugar and coal are given high dut 


















Copper-ore is free, and nickel and zinc ores are protected. é I 
One clause of the bill fixes the duties on ser ( : tk 
number of other articles of silk, jute, or veget mat 1, at 40 per I ‘ 


cent. ad valorem, while other provisions of the bill fix rates on the | rations tl 
same articles at from 15 to 50 per | been dut 
We have enumerated but a few of the many defects and incongrui- | have taken pla 
ties of the House bill, as every correct principle of 
has been violated in selecting articles for the free-lis 


which large reductions in rates are made. 











t and those upon | removal of duties. 
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ply nine-tenths of the clothing wool used by American manufacturers, 
ind they have raised the United States to the first rank among the 
wool-producing countries of the world. 

Those who have by their patient labor and intelligent efforts built 
up this great industry, relying for security upon the protection of 
‘* present revenue arrangements,’ are certainly entitled to fair treat- 
ment and reasonable consideration. They are retused either by this 
proposal, It is neither fair nor reasonable to suddenly force this large 
portion of our people into unequal and ruinous competition with the 
underpaid or semi barbaric labor of other wool-producing countries. 
It will afford no consolation to the numerous wool-growers of the coun- 
try to tell them that their ruin may benefit the woolen manufactur- 
ers, or that we must have free wool because England, Germany, and 
France, under circumstances aud conditions entirely diflerent from 


ours, have removed the duties. If we are to look to the interests of | - 


the people of the United States alone, and to have in view the devel- 
opment of our own great natural resources, the adequate protection 
and care of woo! producing must continue a feature of our American 
policy Even the government of the Southern Confederacy, with a 
provision in its constitution which forbade the imposition of protective 
duties, recognized the importance of encouraging wool production, and 
levied a duty on raw wool. 

Searcely any other branch of American industry is more important 
to the American people or more necessary to their industrial prosper- 
ity and independence than wool-growing and wool-manufacturing. 
Scarcely any other branch has so fully vindicated the policy of pro- 
tective duties by remarkable growth since the enactment of the pro- 
tective tariff of 1861. In selecting these branches of industry for the 
radical changes which free-trade theories enforce, the President and 
his party have made it perfectly understood, in this country and abroad, 
that their acceptance of these theories is complete, and that they in- 
tend to put the ax to the root of the protective system. 

The only reason given for advocating a repeal of the duties on wool, 
which have so greatly benefited agriculture, is that cheaper raw mate- 
rials would help the manufacturer and benefit the consumer. In the 
same breath it is asserted that the prices of wool have been lower with 
protective duties than with revenue duties. Theattempt to make the 
wool-grower believe that free trade will raise the price of wool, and at 
the same time make the manufacturer believe that thesxme change will 
render his materials cheaper, can not be said to have been entirely suc- 
cesstul. In a large portion of our country wool-growiny is co-extensive 
with farming, and the incidental benefits to the farmer, in many thou- 
sands of cases, make agriculture profitable where it would otherwise be 
profitiess. It is by no means to the farmer who devotes his attention 
exclusively or mainly to the culture of sheep that the duties on wool are 
of the yreatest importance. A far greater number of farmers now 
make farming pay with theaid of wool-growing who could not do so if 
they were obliged to compete with the flock-masters and ranges of 
Australasia or South America. 

The contention that wool-growing in this country has not been aided 
or encouraged by protective duties is sufficiently apswered by the fol- 
lowing statement of the annual production and production per capita 
from 1840 to 1885: 


Amount of wool produced in the United States. 


aes > 
Year, Production joie. Year, Production. | ames. 

j | | Tea 

Pounds. | Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds. 

1840...... | $5,802,114 2.5 | 232, 590, 000 4.6 
1850 | 52,516,969 | 2.7 240, 000, 000 4.7 
1860 ; 60, 264, 913 | 1.7 290, 600, 000 | 5.3 
1869 ‘ cevet 162. 000, 000 | 4.2 308, 000, 000 | 5.4 
174. ..oncsnvacosesanenst 181, 000, 000 4.2 4.7 





235, 000, 000 | 


it will be noticed that in 1860, after fourteen years of revenue tariff, 
the total production of domestic wool was 60,264,913 pounds, or 1.7 
pounds per capita, while in 1834, after twenty-four years of protection, 
the total production had increased to 308,000,000 pounds, or 5.4 pounds 
per capita. This increase justifies the policy of affording this impor- 
tant agricultural product adequate protection. 
MANUFACTURES OF WOOL, 
fhe following tableshowstheadvance which has been made in woolen 
manufactures. It contains a statement of the value of manufactures 
of wool in each of the census years from 1820 to 1880, and the per capita 
value for each of those years: 


Value of manufactures of wool in each of the census years from 1820 to 
1880, and the per capita value. 





| Value Value 
Year, Value, | per Year. |; Value, per 
| capita. capita. 
a 

1s20 ousdnons $1, 413, 068 A Be src ccsiitcintcouia '$65, 596, 364 $2. 09 
1839 eantbhivainise 14, 528, 165 oS Th BBTO q...ncscccoeee. .«» 177, 49%, 689 4.60 
I oa eid wees 20,696, 999 - 82 }} 1880....... os evsesseelady Bday OLS 5.34 
13850 suvecces suvstesne} OR, 200, OAS 1. 86 | 
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The average annual quantity of wool consumed by our manufactur- 


ers from 1840 to 1887 was as follows: 
Amount of wool consumed by American ma..ufacturers by decades—average 
pe rannum, 
Periods, Products. Imports. Total cone Per 
sumption, | capita, 
Pounds. Pounds Pounds. Pds. 
a i tice } 46, 000, 000 13, 976, 459 59, 976, 459 3.0 
AS ES | 66,000,000 | 23,010,629 89, O10, 629 3.3 
EE FO aneveciusrecsveenscssésaescesscecsce| SACO 50, 161, 113 200, 161, 113 5.4 
1S71-"S0 . 192, 225, 0u0 64, 091, 664 256, 316, 664 5.8 
SS eae | 289, 423, 571 79, 205,585 | 368, 634, 156 6.6 








‘These tables, taken together, show that harmonious development of 
interests which it is the aim of the American policy of protection to 
secure. 

It is often stated that the heavy duty on wool has prevented the nor- 
mal growth of woolen manufactures. For the purpose of making a 
comparison between this and anindustry which has free raw material, 
we insert the following statement, showing the total value and the 
value per capita of the cotton and woolen manufactures of the United 
States for each of the census years from 1820 to 1880: 


Comparative statement of the valucs of manufactures of cotton and wool in 
each of the census years from 1820 to 1880, and the per capita value of 
cach manufacture. 





Manufactures of cotton. Manufactures of wool. 
Year. 

Value. | Value per Value Value per 

- capita, P capita, 

1820 assist adrcchualsaiedaseemeniineaia sai mnabiie ciation ile ‘ $4, 413, 068 oe 
eee $32, 000, 000 $2.49 14,528, 166 $0. 88 
rr 46, 350, 458 2.71 20, 696, 999 82 
1s5O . 65, 501. 687 | 2, 82 43, 207, 545 | 1. 86 
1860 ....... 115, 681,774 | 3. 68 65, 596, 364 | 2.09 
1870 scocecces| 270, 489, 789 | 4.60 495, 689 | 4.69 
BIB occcce voccrsceccoocerensescosesesece ; 192, 090, 110 3.83 267, 252, 913 5.34 








It will be noticed that the relative increase in the value of woolen 
manufactures has been much greater than in cotton. In 1870 the pro- 
duction of cotton and wool per capita was the same ($4.60 in each case), 
while in 1880, with a heavy duty upon wool, woolen manufactures had 
increased to $5.34, and cotton manufactures, with free cotton, had fallen 
to $3.83 per capita. 

It may be valuable in this connection to make a comparison of the 
changes which have taken place in the consumption of wool in the 
countries which are the principal competitors of the United States in 
woolen manufactures. 

Germany has increased its consumption of wool in manufactures 
about 40 per cent. in twenty years. France consumed in 1866 about 
310,000,000 pounds of wool—190, 000,000 foreign and 120,000,000 home 
grown; and in 1886 about 446,000, 000 pounds—366, 000, 000 foreign and 
8),000,000 domestic; an increase of barely 44 per cent. in twenty years. 
Great Britain consumed 238,000,000 pounds in 1859, when the United 
States consumed 86,000,000 pounds. In 1885 Great Britaln consumed 
306,000,000 pounds, when the United States consumed 400,000,000 
pounds. This startling change in the industrial relations of the two 
countries may afford some explanation of the anxiety in Great Britain 
for the destruction of the protective policy of this country. 

The development of woolen manufactures in the United States has 
been arrested by the inadequate duties that were imposed upon manu- 
factures of wool by the act of March 3, 1883, which, taken together 
with the erroneous classification of manufactures of worsted, have led 
to greatly increased importations from England, Germany, France, and 
Belgium. The rapidity with which these importations have increased 
the past year threatens, unless some remedy shall be promptly adopted, 
to destroy the woolen manufacturing industry of the United States. 
The following table shows the importation of worsted coatings, etc., 
from the consular district of Bradford, a single manufacturing district 
of Great Britain, for the past six months and for a corresponding period 
in 1887: 

Exports from the consular district of Bradford, England, to the United 

States of certain woolen and worsted fabrics during the first six munths of 

the years 1887 and 1888. 








Articles. 1887. | 1863, | Increase. 
— - — — a ss 
NN snchceteiierliias nbiilindatpnadatienecdseucdsspancotyacibebal $3, 199, 760 $3, 363, 605 | $183, 845 
Worsted coatings.. eet 1,584,235 | 2,689,387 1, 155, 152 
Woolen goods. ......... 197, 560 | 274, 255 76, 695 
Silk seals, plushes, etc 719,595 | 1,407,705 688, 110 
ee Be icerinrcccesewapiinsyenset eqenevevesonsancnsion 302, 702 | 346, 330 43, 623 


5,933,852 | 8,081,282 | 2, 147,430 


ie 








a a 

















1888. 
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Similar statistics in regard to importations from ot! listricts and 
countries are not available, but they would undoubtedly show a 
increase of importatious. 

The average annual importation of all manufactures « t 
carpets ior the years 463 to 1883, under the tariff of 1567, 3 ! 
129,676.21. Che average annual value of the sar mport nder 
act of March 38, 1883, in the years 18s4—'S7 was 339 | 
value.of these importations in ISS7 was $42,752,588.12, and in 1888 
was $46,352, 063. 

The value of the importations of all manufactures 1 for th 
month of July, 1883, was $1,265,992 greater than th 3 for 
the corresponding month in 1887. If this rate of incre cont 
the total imports for the present fiscal year will be abo 13, OOL, ( 

To form an approximate estimate of the rapidity with which the 
quantity of imported woolen manufactures is increa we I 


consider the great decline which has taken place in 
and worsted goods. The average value 
factures of worsteds, etc., for the four years prior to 1883 was $1.35 
per pound, whilein 1887 the average had fallen to 79 cents 

The people of the U 


th price of woolen 


of the importations of manu 


ites consume nearly one-third of all the 


Lited rst 


wool produced on the globe, the consumption per capita being 
much greater than that of any other country. In 1860 the American 


producers supplied 68 per cent. of the amount of woolens required for 
domestic consumption; in 188 they supplied 87 per cent.; while in 
18384 the amount of woolen goods imported was probably less than 

Since reduction 


per cent. of the value of the total consumption. 


} 
the 


in rates made in 1833, however, with the increase in the value of out 
imports of woolens, domestic production has relatively declined. 
The following table shows the comparative value of domestic and 


imported manufactures of wool, value per capita, and proport 









American market held by American and foreign manufacturers in each 
of the census years from 1820 to 1880: 
Domestic manufactures In 
» Percent- Pe 
Year. Value age of Va ag f 
Value per totalcon-| Value. per total con- 
capita, sump- capita sum] 
tion. ou 
I eatin ‘ . 068 $0. 46 38 8 O4 . 75 f 
Pacha ons , 166 . 88 64 62 36 
| a 5, 999 82 | 60 , 950, 772 40 
OR , 545 1. 86 77 3, 005, 852 69 23 
1860 ... . 364 2.09 68 , 333, 273 1. 16 32 
ee 5, 689 4.60 | 85 | 33,046,521 4 15 
BD vccceck- ven , 913 5. 34 87 | 39,587, 694 0 l 





One 
that if the duty should be removed the woolen manufacturers of the 


United States would be ab!e to compete successfully for the markets of 


the world, and that by retaining the duty upon wool we are deliber- 
ately excluding them from profitable employment. There is, we be- 
lieve, much popular misapprehension as to the extent ef the markets 
of the world in woolen goods. The total amount of the net importa- 
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of the principal arguments used by the advocates of free wool is 


tions of woolen goods by all the countries of the world, exciuding the | 


United States, probably does not exceed $90,000,000 per annum. We 
ourselves imported last year, 1888, nearly $49,000,000 in foreign value 
of woolen goods, or more than $80,000,000 in duaty-paid value. 

It is thus demonstrated that we have within our own reach a market 


which is almost equal in imporiance to all the other available markets 


of the world, and it would seem to be the paramount duty of Congress 
to secure to American producers by wise legislation this important por- 
tion of the world’s market. It can be easily shown that if we had free 
wool we could not compete on equal terms for the neutral markets of 
the world. We could not compete because the cost of production of 


all manufactures of wool aside from the cost of wool is much greater | 


in the United States than in competing countries. We have equal ad- 
vantages in machinery, capital, the enterprise of our people, but the 
much greater wages paid to operatives and the greater earnings in this 
country of all the people who contribute to the production of our woolen 
manufactures prevent successful competition in neutral markets, unless 
wages should be reduced to the foreign scale. 

It is only by the maintenance of the American system that the opera- 
tives in American woolen mills can hope to retain the immense advan- 
tages in respect to wages which they have over the workingmen of 
England, Germany, and France. The protection of lied indus- 
tries of wool and woolens has not, however, been beneficial alone to 
the persons employed in woolen mills. It hasat the same time helped 
to increase the wages and rewards of farm labor; it has enabled us to 
raise and sell 300,000,000 pounds of wool where 60,000.000 pounds 
were raised, and toemploy operatives in working up 400,000,000 pounds 
where but 85,000,000 pounds were manufactured. Coincident with 





ne 


this constant advance in wages and enlarged employment there has | 


been a great reduction in the cost of woolen goods to American con- 


sumers. 


Free trade in wool and a bare revenue duty for woolens | 














W ld « el th s to rais ther e1 s { w ch the s 

t I - ‘ ‘ il d i i ind it Ww ‘ sc facto s i Vv! ? 
ol 1 l s I ) ! v ) 

‘ lo ent, and force « he wages ‘ 

All t s cm nad s i th i ess 
and th ciisorgan ition of } W are asked t in that 
with oI Sixth of the \ I s Dp y won eut oth, w Lv 
get cn » wool and ’ t : it t t 
would lar ¢ cw ht i { ) i wi 
work nd é ) r I ; tha ‘ 
stop our mills look { t t ed 
p oauct 

A \ 

Che remov f duties { otton-ties, burlaps to be u as « 

ton | hinery I ’ cotton igs ite < t 

{ 1 ¢ ! 1 duties on certain pianta i pro S14 s i 
it pe ent. and I at 100 per t., the imposition of « 3 | 1 
would | prote ve on the coarse <10 of co »and woolen 
manutiac ed in this section, all point to an attempt, by t t s ol 
t tlou tod minat 1 favor of th rte ‘ , 
growing States, an upt ae W it i hope tha t may oo 
found possibie to achi the permanent pt t vy of « et 1 at 
the expen ol tie 

The industries of this section are not di ed It is well } 1 
that a considerable number of interests in other sections are 
from insuflicient protection, and yet it is signifi hat ‘ I 
upon which the rate of duty is increased in the entire bill is uncleaned 
rice, which by a change in classification is advanced from 70 to ) 
cent. ad valorem We submit herewith (Appendix E) a sugyest 
table taken trom the census reports, which shows the relative prop 
tion of the various manufactured products upon which rates are r 
moved or largely reduced by the House bill that were produced in 1880 

n the eleven cotton States and in the other States This table dis 
loses the fact that the section which turnishes the bill and two-thirds 
of its effective sapporters supplies but 24 per cent. of the industries to 
be crippled or destroyed. 
A BILL TO FAVOR CA? \ 
The discrimination is not less marked in favor of the people of Can- 


ada and against the farmers and lumbermen living along our northern 


horder from Maine to Oregon. The following table contains a comp 








son of the rates which are imposed by the Canadian tariff upon certain 
articles placed upon the free-list by the House bill under considera 
tion: 
Comparative statement of Canadian and United States ta ee 
a House l H. BR. 9051. 
Art es P ent law HT l . 

Oils, animal and fish 25 per cent I 
Oil, coal 10 per cent I 
Meats 4 I cent per po i i 
Shoulders and other meats 2cents per pound... | 2 « t “ 
Vegetables per cent 
Pease 10 or 20 per t J 
jeans 10 or 20 per cent Free 
Brick 20 per cent I 20 p 
Shinelas 5 cents per M 
Hubs, spokes, et % per cent 
Lumber and timber, n.o. p.f. 20 per cent Free 2 

Under our existing tariff the Canadians send marl 
many millions of dollars in value of their products, whic! ny 
dnties not greater than those levied by the Canadian tf ‘ vid in 
competition with our domestic producers. The advantag vhich would 
accrue to the people of Canada by this removal of dut 

The effect which the placing of lumber on the 
upon the Canadian interests is shown by the following extra 
report of Con<ul Hotchkiss to the Department of State, uz date 
February 2, 1888: 

I have been thus explicit in describing the syst s« 
my mind, they are the key by which the situation and 
judged in case free lumber becomes a reality 

here is no dispute that the American manufacturer ¢ trois t f 
prices. In doing this, he is not influenced by the Ca i s 
gree. If theduty of $2 is removed it will not affect the Ar ica “e 
it has never been a factor and w still be unfelt , ‘ ' ‘ prevail 
in the United States than heretofore, and no ditfere esults be ext 
rienced by the manufacturer 

The Canadian, on the contrary, w lay h lown in t i 
market at 8 less per thousand, and w'!! obtain for it eG sa as t i 
does, so that the net resultto the (Canadian manufacturer will be a clear 
the $2 which the American Government has remitted This addit ‘ t 
sult to the Canadian manufacturer will, however, be of very d 

laving shown how the governments in Canada cont iet 
timber land and their disposition to tax them to the utmost, I an : 
not a May pay day will pass before a public notice w eine t ‘ 
ther increase in annual and timber due ist 
sums sufficient to absorb the $2 per thousand into t I al tr 

That Canada will do this we have reason to believe, 1 from 
the foregoing statement but from the fact that when in 1~70 we placed 
logs on the free-list, which prior to that time bore a 
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thousand, Canada in 1872 responded by placing an export duty on logs 
of $2, which duty is retained to this day. 


HOME MARKET FOR FARM PRODUCTS. 


I comparative treatment which is indicated by a contrast between 
the duties on rice and sugar and the placing of beans, pease, meats, 
vegetables, and other Northern agricultural products on the free-list 
does not deter the supporters of this bill from making earnest appeals 
to farmers as aclass for support. This appeal is based upon the theory 
that a protective tariff can not aid the farmer in securing better prices 
or a wider market for his products, but that it does impose a higher 
cost upon every protected manufactured article which he buys. It 
might be an advantage to an individual farmer if he were able to buy 
the protected manufactured products which he consumes at the prices 
they could be purchased for in England or Germany; but if all the 
farmers should purchase their supplies of these articles at the lower 
foreign price relative conditions would change at once. 

If these goods were all purchased abroad, the destruction of a large 
portion of the domestic demand for farm products created by the arti- 
sans and mechanics employed in manufacturing industries would fol- 
low, and a very large number of persons now engaged in other pur- 
suits would be obliged to seek employment in agriculture. If, on the 
other hand, these manufactures should be purchased of domestic pro- 
ducers at the lower foreign price, this would involve, as we have shown, 
a reduction of the earnings of operatives and mechanics to the foreign 
level, and the consequent reduction of their ability to purchase farm 
products from the domestic supply. 

An addition of 5 cents per day to the wages of the workingmen of 
the country would furnish a market within our own territory equal in 
extent to the value of the surplus agricultural products now annually 
exported. If the earnings of all persons engaged in useful occupations 
in the United States should be reduced to the level of the earnings ot 
the same classes in Great Britain, the purchasing power of our people 
would be reduced more than $3,000,000,000 per annum, or by a sum 
equal to the value of ali our agricultural products in 1880. 

No class of people in the United States have an equal interest with 
the farmer in the diversification of our industries and in the develop- 
ment of manufactures, for proximity to profitable markets gives in- 
creased value to labor and to land and its products. 

We append to this report Exhibit D, a statement showing the pro- 
duction, consumption, and exportation of cereals from 1840 to 1887, for 
the purpose of indicating the relative value to farmers of the foreign 
and home markets. From this table it will be seen that our total an- 
nual exports of all cereals would barely supply domestic consumption 
for three weeks. If the per capita consumption by our people had not 
been greater in 1887 than it was in 1860, our surplus for exportation 
would have been at least five hundred million bushels greater than 
it was. This increase of consumption per capita is owing to the in- 
creased earnings of the masses of our people. If the acreage and pro- 
duction of cereals should remain stationary for a year and a half we 
should then have no surplus for exportation. 

The competition in wheat-growing which has been developed in In- 
dia, South America, Australia, and in the British possessions in North 
America, is likely to make unprofitable the production of this cereal for 
exportation by our people, and to cause the wheat- grower of the North- 
west to look to an enlargement of the certain and remunerative home 
market. This enlarged and profitable market can only be secured by 
increasing the number of people engaged in other than agricultural 
pursuiis, and by furnishing to all increased employment without dimi- 
nution of wages. To cripple our manufacturing interests and reduce 
the purchasing power of our working men will result in augmenting 
the number of competitors in the field of agricultural production, and 
the increased supply could, in that event only, find a market in Europe 
by enforced competition with India at ruinous prices. Wheat can now 
be laid down in Liverpool from the central provinces of India at as 
low a cost for transportation as from Chicago, and Indian wheat can be 
delivered in New York at less cost for transportation than from the 
wheat-fields of Dakota. 

It is for the highest interests of the American farmer that the num- 
ber of our food consumers rather than of food producers should be in- 
creased, and that the general prosperity of all should be secured. It is 
true that the decline in prices of agricultural products has been very 
great, but the value of these when measured by the value of clothing, 
arming utensils, or other necessities of a farmer’s life, is much greater 
now than in any of the years preceding 1860. 

I TIONS MADE BY THE HOUSE BILL, AS SHOWN BY THE AVERAGE AD VA- 
LOREM RATE. 

After months spent in violent attacks upon the protective system, and 
when, fortunately, the people of the country have become thoroughly 
aronsed to impending danger, the friends of the House -bill suddenly dis- 
cover that it is nota free-trade measure, and that it would not injuriously 
affect the vital interests of any of the large number of persons em- 
ployed in American industries. In proof of this it is said that the bill 
proposes an average reduction of only $4.52 on every $100 of dutiable 
merchandise imported. The average ad valorem rate assessed on all 
dutiable goods in 1887 was 47.10 per cent., and it is assumed that the 
average rate under the terms of the House bill would be 42.78 per cent., 
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and that therefore the percentage of reduction of rates is not more than 
9.2 per cent. 

It is claimed that this small percentage of reduction of rates proves 
conclusively that the bill is conservative in its character, that it would 
not injure any established industry, and that it is not open to the se- 
vere criticism to which it has been subjected. tis assumed that the 
retention of an average ad valorem rate of 42.78 per cent. on dutiable 
merchandise is conclusive evidence that the bill has no free-trade tend- 
encies. 

Phese statements in regard to the average ad valorem rate imposed 
by the bill, and the percentage of reductions made by it, are mislead- 
ing and deceptive. ‘The average percentage of reduction made by the 
House bill in tariff rates can be estimated by a comparison of the 
amount which was collected with existing rates upon the importations 
of the articles named in its various sections, in any given year, with 
the amount which would have been collected on the same importations 
if the rates proposed had been operative. The rates imposed by three 
schedules of the existing tariff, namely, F', H, and L (tobacco, wines 
and liquors, and silks), are not reduced or changed in any manner by 
the terms of the bill. In the other schedules the duties on a large 
number of articles are left unchanged, and these, together with the 
schedules referred to, should not, of course be taken into consideration 
in estimating the percentage of reduction of duties or rates. 

The value of all the articles upon which the rates of duty are changed 
by the bill, and which are alone affected by its provisions, imported in 
1887, according to the statement furnished by the Committee of Ways 
and Meansand printed in connection with the bill, was $249, 806,796.20. 
Upon these articles there was imposed aduty in 1887 of $136,087, 147,77, 
equivalent to 54.48 per cent. ad valorem. The same articles, if im- 
ported under the provisions of the proposed bill, would have paid, ac- 
cording to the same statement, duties to the amount of $86,600, 907.62, 
or an ad valorem rate of 34.67 per cent. The resulting reduction in 
the amount of duties collected under the House bill on the importa- 
tions of 1887 would be $49,406,240.15, or a percentage of reduction of 
36.36 per cent., instead of 9.2 per cent., as claimed by tie friends ot 
the bill. 

To ascertain, however, tho effect which the bill would have upon 
protected industries, we should eliminate from this computation the 
amount collected from the revenue duty imposed upon sugar. If we 
deduct the value of the importations and amount of duty collected 
from sugar in 1887, we should then have the value of all imported ar- 
ticles referred to in the bill $175,571,927.80, upon which the duties 
collected in 1887 amounted to $78,074,855.50. The duties which would 
have been collected upon these articles under the proposed bill would 
have amounted to $39,525,789.49, showing a percentage of reduction of 
duties and rates upon all articles named in the bill, exclusive of sugar, 
of 49.37 per cent. These articles paid an average ad valorem rate in 
1887 under the present law of 44.46 per cent., and would have paid, 
under the provisions of the House bill, 22.51 per cent. Instead, then, 
of retaining an average ad valorem rate upon all articles enumerated 
in the bill of 42.78 per cent., it would actually retain but 22.51 per 
cent. 

The statement of reductions furnished by the House committee does 
not embrace the reduction which would be produced by putting Ger- 
man looking-glass plates, bags of jute, jute machinery, and several 
other articles of less importance upon the free-list, nor does it include 
the reduction which would be made by an important change of classi- 
fication in Schedule B, reducing the duties on several kinds of china, 
porcelain ‘ware, etc., from 60 to 35 percent. If these reductions are 
taken into consideration it is apparent that the measure reduces the 
rates of duty more than one-half upon allarticles affected by it except 
sugar. 

The average reduction in rates can be estimated by another method, 
namely, by a direct comparison of every item of existing and proposed 
rates and finding the percentage of reduction in each case (as shown in 
Appendix G), and averaging the resulting percentages without regard 
to the relative importance of the articlesor the amount of importations. 

This method would show an average reduction of 53 per cent. 

The alleged conservative character of the bill disappears under this 
examination, and we find that the average reductions it would produce 
are more than twice as great as any which have heretofore been pro- 
posed by the most courageous revenue reformer. 

Many illustrations might be given to show the absurdity of attempt- 
ing to establish the protective character of a revenue measure by the 
average ad valorem rate which it imposes upon dutiable articles. Itis 
the distribution and relation of rates, and not the average rate imposed 
on all articles, which determine the character of a tariff. For instance, 
the average ad valorem rate imposed upon all dutiable articles by the 
British tariff in 1887 was 70.07 per cent., and yet it will hardly be 
claimed that the British tariff is protective in its character. 

If all of the articles in our tariff schedules upon which. protective 
duties are levied should be placed upon the free-list and all our pro- 
tected industries destroyed, and duties should be maintained at present 
rates upon tobacco, silks, wines and liquors, and sugar, the average 
ad valorem rate imposed upon dutiable importations would be 71.92 
per cent. instead of 47.10, and by this wonderful mathematical process 
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of ascertaining the extent of protection by the average ad val 1 rate, 
we should find that the nearer we approached to free trade the greater 
would be the degree of protection afforded our industries. The assur- 
ance that after all a high average ad valorem rate was p! rved would 
afford no compensation to the manufacturers or workingmen whose in- 
af i 
dustries were destroyed by the removal of dutie I} 
upon all tl hedules, excluding silks, wines, lig l 
sugar in 1887, was 37.65 per cent. 

Che effect of placing articles on the free-list which 
Inty t} he a ,is obviously to increase th 
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rel year high rates of duties lev on 
tobacco, silks, wines, liquors, and sugar. 
rhe tariff of 1846 is constantly referred to by tariff 1 as a 








model enactment, and yet if the articles in the four schedules named 
had been dutiable at the same rates in 1887 which were imposed up¢ 
them in 1846 (wines, 40 per cent.; sugar, 30 per cent.; tobacco, 40 pe1 
cent.; silks, 30 per cent.), the « m rates upon all in 
ported merch sallion in 1887 we 3 9 per cent ’ 
rate than was imposed upon all handise & 

’ 1846. 

In consequenee of the extreme sensitiveness manifested by the au- 
thors and supporters of the bill under consideration to the n 
that they are free-traders, or that the measure which they have 
posed looks in the direction of free trade, it may be well to co 
what is understood by free trade when the term is used tod 
economic policy of the nation. 

It is true there is but one country to which we can k 1 illus 


tration, as, with the cons pic uous exception of Great Bi itain, all ot 
commercial nations have rejec ted the teachings of that school of poli 
ical economists who dream of universal serenity an a prosperity to | 
accomplished through the adoption of free-trade theories. Free trade, 


ree 


then, jadged by the example of Great Britain, does not mean the aboli 
tion of custom-houses nor the collection of all revenues by direct taxa- 


tion. There is annually paid by the people of Great Britain under the 
provisions of the British tariff an equal sum per capita for duties on 
imports to that which would be paid by the peopleof the United States 
under the provisions of the House bill or of the substitute proposed by 
your committee. 

A free-trade country may be properly described as one which does 
not impose protective duties upon importations. Lord Salish: ary lately 
defined a free-trader as one who is opposed to protection. Mr. David 
A. Wells recently said, ‘‘Free trade, as an economic pr eleie. 
politico-commercial system, is the direct opposite to the so-called 
principle or system of protection.’’ If these definitions are correct th 
promoters of this bill are self-confessed free- traders, and the denial 
that they are engaged in a ‘‘ crusade of free trade’’ comes too late, for 
the American people are not likely to forget the lussons of 1844 and 
the political rallying cry of ‘‘ Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of ’42.’’ 

American free-traders, or revenue reformers, as they now choose to 
call themselves, are hopelessly divided in opinion as to the proper man- 
ner of raising the revenue necessary for the support of the Government; 
many of the more conspicuous are in favor of a single tax upon land; 
others prefer the direct tax contemplated by our Constitution; 
favor the collection of revenue by customs duties upon articles not 
duced in this country, after the manner of the British tariff; much 
larger number, however, are in favor of a general tariff for 
only, but all oppose with equal ardor the imposition of protecti 
which they declare to be ‘‘ vicious’’ and ‘‘iniquitous,’’ re 
“*spoliation ’’ and ‘‘robbery.’’ 

These gentlemen have also differed at times as to the best method 
securing the abolition of protective duties and the destruction o! 
system. They are, however, in substantial agreement that the 
line of our industrial defenses can only be carried by concent ting 
their forces upon that which seems from time to time to be the weak 
point. After each repulse or defeat some new point has been select te -d 
for the assault. The warfare has usually been directed 
manufacturers of the country, who were declared to be odious 
lists, whose exactions wrung from an unwilling people by the mac mine: ry 
of a protective tariff could be no longer toler: uted. The present mov: 
ment is disguised under the pretense of a purpose to assist and eman 
cipate our overburdened manmfacturers. 

Great ingenuity has been shown in the construction of th: 
various reform measures which have been introduced in 
from year to year, but in all the common purpose of destroying tl 
protective system has never been lost sight of. The free -trade pre 
gramme embodied in the bill now under “consider ation was pted 
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1885, after the defeat of the so-called Morrison horizontal! reduction 
bill of 1884. 
In November, 1885, the free-traders and revenue reformers of t 


country met in national conference at Chicago, under the auspices of 
the American Free Trade League, to decide upon a plan for renewing 
the attack upon the commonenemy. This important conference, after 
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Che controver r r, | t ‘ s and the ! 
the bill under co ition is not ri r p S; it is a 
| contest betwe hose w! ind those who oppose the American 
system of defensive duties Lt yn 3 irrepressible as that 
which was waged between the res} e fi lom and slavery. 
There is, moreover, the same i l between a pro- 
tective tariff and a tariff for ré st L ts be 1 pro- 
tection and absolute free trade rhe definition ef re ine dutic } 
by Secretary Walker, their most disti ed. ad te, and ¢« hich 
has been generally a yted by f d nd effec 
excludes all idea of protection 
\ duty, whether high or low, which does not I ( n 
cost of production in this a1 i ) of the ai 
upon which it is levied is not 
Ifa duty is protective it matters not to the labor employed in an 
industry whether it o accidental lenta or whether it is 
levied with full knowledge : ntent of t result which is to follow 
If the rate is below the protective line it has no defens { id 
confers no benefits upon domestic manufact The debat 
ween those who believe that protective duti be i in pur 
suance of a wise public policy and th ho that ive 
duties are indefensible; and in t liseussion the advocat« f the 
House bill necessari the wnong ‘ pone the 
protecti l 
It is asserted that the rates duty ret Lb 
be sufficiently protective to the labor employed in « 1 
facturing industries, as these rates on 1 manufac 1 es are 
greater than the entire sum paid in each case for lal n prod ig 
the article For illustration, it is « med that, as t \ ge rate 
proposed by the bill on manufactures of cotton is 39.07 per cent nd 
as the assumed average labor cost in these manufactures is but 21.06 
per cent., it may be said even though ce peting Y ul il red 
the wages of labor in this indu y to the 1o t inimum 
that the duties retained would much wre than « ulize gel ! 
paid by the American produeer for labor. The cen of ls vd 
first annual report of the Commissioner of |] i f rrob 
| oration of these and similar statement in re 1 to other j 
Che labor cost of producing a ton of pig 
United States is l a to bei » to 4 er cent. « 
| cost of production, and as the rate of duty } sed 
iron is 56 a ton, or nearly 55 « of 1 for 
said to be evident that tl d L me 
than one-half and yet be iply prote Ly l 
lustry. 
Che extravagance of these statements and 
I le ft them are yparent wi é t ‘ 
’ of cost se 1s based u i i : 
stage of the long process of manulactare 
mate analysis, the eost of production 
cost of the labororservices of man. ‘The cost of the 
in their natural state, before they a r.dvanced in 
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should exclude the sums paid for taxes, insurance, interest, and re- 
tained for accruing profits, a large portion of which represents paymeuts 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


i 
| 


for favor and services, and which together would rarely amount to 10 | 
per cent. of the entire cost, we should then find the labor cost in ail | 


cases to be at least 90 per cent. of the total expenditure. 


Mr. Edward Atkinson, in a carefully prepared statement published | 


in April, 1587, demonstrates that of the total cost of producing medium 
shirtings, worth 6} cents a yard, the proportion paid for labor at vari- 
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American producer is due to the greater wages or larger earnings of 
the workingmen of this country. ‘The fact that all persons employed 
in American production—and this includes all who are enyaged in use- 
fuloccupations—receive very much larger sums for their labor, whether 
the compensation is measured by money or by the necessaries and com- 
forts of life, than those who are engaged in similar employment in any 


| Other country is now generally admitted. 


ous stages (on the plantation, in transportation, in factories, ete.) was | 


in interest, insurance, profits, etc. This estimate is contirmed in a 
striking manner by the following statement of Hon. A.S. Hewitt, made 
at «4 hearing before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 


of Representatives, February 21, 1884, the subject under discussion 
being the percentage of labor cost in the manufacture of iron. 
Mr. Hewitt said: 


rhe percentage of labor involved in the production of any give article de- 
pends upon where you begin to estimate the percentage. If you begin witha 
steel-rail mill, which uses pig-iron, the labor will be from 25 to 30 percent, The 
actual wages paid by a wire mill will amount to about 29 per cent. of the cost. 
f you include labor in the blast-furnace that wouid make it 60 percent. Butif 
you goon back to the ore bed, and putin everything which was paid out from the 
ore bed, the percentage of labor would have been about 90 per cent. I[ say this 
beeause the gentleman (Mr, ThomasG, Shearman, of Brooklyn, N. Y.) proposes 
to overthrow facts within my knowledge, and for which | pay. I say the 
amount which I pay out for labor, when I include every particle of raw mate- 
rial beginning at the ground—and I am a miner both of ore and coal—I have 
never, with all my anxiety to get it down, got it below 90 percent. onthe value 
of the finished product. 
Mr. Miius. What is the finished product? 
Mr. Hewitt. Any finished product, I make bar-iron 
Mr. Mitrs, Js pig-iron a finished product? 
Mr. Hewrrt. The labor in pig-iron will be 90 per cent. of the cost. It actu- 
ally takes 90 per cent, of the cost of the article for labor when you include every- 
thing, from the beginning to the end. 


92.12 per cent., the remaining pr: rtion, 7.8% per cent., being absorbed 


That which is shown to be true hy the intelligent testimony of these 
two eminent tariff reformers in regard to the manutactures of cotton 
and iron is equa!ly true in regard toevery other manulactured product. 
The adequacy of a rate of duty for detensive purposes cun not properly 
be determined by ascertaining the sum paid for labor in any one of the 
many operations necessary to transform natural elements into fully 
manufactured products. The larger earnings and greater cost of labor 
at every stage and inall contributory occupations should be taken into 
consideration, and the rates should always be equal to the resulting 
increased cost of production. As all of our people engaged in every 
occupation contribute to and share in the benefits of profitable produc- 
tion, so all are alike vitally interested in the maintenance of a policy 
which secures and enlarges the area of national industrial success. 

rhe futility of attempting to adjust rates of duty, levied to equalize 
foreign and American prices, on the basis of the mathematical relation 
which these rates bear to that small portion of the labor cost of pro- 
duction which is included in the census tables, is demonstrated by the 
following illustration: 

The labor costof manufacturing worsted goods, according to the cen- 
sus reports, is 16.23 per cent. The actual relative cost of producing 
No. 36 worsted yarns in the United States and in England. as shown in 
detail by some tables submitted to the House of Representatives May 12, 
1888, by Hon. WILLIAM L. Scott, of Pennsylvania, assuming wool !o 
be free from duty in the United States and the cost of wool to be the 
same in both cases, is 59 cents per pound in England and 90 cents in 
the United States. It will be seen that to equalize the cost of produc- 
tion between the two countries in this case a duty of 52.54 per cent. 
must be imposed by our tariff. Ifa duty of 16.23 per cent. should be 
levied, the cost of English yarn laid down in New York, duty paid, 
would be, say, 69 cents per pound, as against 90 cents cost to the Amer- 
ican manwfacturer; and American production would cease unless wages 
of labor in this and all collateral industries were reduced to the En- 
glish standard. 

The same tables show the relative cost of manufacturing the same 
nomber of yarn from a different grade of wool to be 52 cents in Eng- 
land and 80 cents in the United States. In this case a defensive duty 
of 53.84 per cent. would be necessary. Mr. Scort’stables also, it will 
be observed, prove conclusively the inadequacy of the rate of duty (40 
per cent.) proposed by the House bill upon worsted manufactures. 

We are further assured by our tariff-reform friends that the cost ot 
production of many leading manufactur:s is not greater in the United 
States, and in some cases is even less, than in competing countries. 
The most casual examination of the comparisons upon which these as 
sertions are founded will disclose their unreliable character, as in most 
instances they are hased upon dissimilar articles, produced under en- 
tirely different conditions. 

The general inaccuracy of the statement that manufactures of cot- 
ton, iron, wool, or steel can be produced in this country at an equal or 
lower cost per unit of quantity than in England, Germany, or France 
is known to every intelligent observer, and is clearly established by the 
fact that we import annually $175,000,000 in value o! these manufact- 
ures that are successfully sold in competition with our domestic pro- 
ductions atter the payment of duties which we are told are exorbitant. 
In all cases the greater cost of producing the manufactures to the 
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While revenue reformers are forced to admit the truth of this state- 
ment, they claim that the better-paid labor in the United States gives 
to the American manufacturers lower cost of production on account of 
the greater activity and efficiency of American workingmen, and that 
this condition is the legitimate result of the general economic law that 
high wages are an unerring indication of low cost of product. To say 
that greater wages per hour or per day can be paid in America than in 
Europe for attending the same machinery, running at the same speed 
an equal number of hours, and turning out the same quantity and kinds 
of goods, and yet that the cost of production will be lower in America, 
is to state an absurdity; and yet these are the actual relative condi- 
tions which govern the production of a large portion of our manulact- 
ures. It is true that the cost of production does notin all cases depend 
solely upon the sum paid for the wages or earningsof employ¢s. There 
may be climatic advantages, the more extensive or effective use of ma- 
chinery, greater skill in superintendence or manipulation, more lavor- 
able situation in reference to markets, greater ex perience, intelligence, 
vigor, or artistic tasteof workmen. When all or most of these advan- 
tages exist in a country or community the highest rate of wages is not 
inconsistent with relatively low cost of production. 

In the manufacture of textile fabrics and many other branches of 
industry it ean not be truthfully claimed that we have any considera- 
ble advantage in most of the respects named over England, Germany, 
France, or Belgium. In these days of fierce competition between all 
industrial communities the adoption of a new invention or an improve- 
ment in methods in one country becomes immediately known in all 
the others. Practically, ‘he intelligent and successful manufacturers 
in all these countries use the same machinery and employ substan- 
tially the same methods in production. If we should consult English 
authorities, we wou'd find a general agreement of opinion that English 
operatives are more efficient than those of any other nation in the 
world. On this point Mr. J. 8. Jeans, in a recent publication, makes 
the following statement: 

On the contrary, there is abundant proof of the fact that in this respect Eng- 
land continues facile princeps. The efficiency of English tactory laborcontinues 
to remain, as it has ever been, unsurpassed, This attribute is established by 
many conclusive evidences. * * * In the United States, which, after the 
United Kingdom,is now the greatest cotton-manuf :cturing country in the world, 
the increase in the number of spindles per operative has been practically tie 
same in amount as in the United Kingdom; but the average productiveness of 
the cotton operatives of the United Kingdom, as expressed in the number of 
spindles used per employé, is 47 per cent. wreater than the same class of work- 
ers in America, In factory operations, moreover, English operatives turn out 
more work per employé than those of any other country, whether measured by 
the number of spindles which they tend or by the quantity of yarn they spin. 


This view of the relative efficiency of labor in the two countriesis not 
shared by intelligent observers in the United States. Itis undoubtedly 
true that American workingmen and mechanics have greater intelli- 
gence, activity, andenterprise, and that theve qualities more than offset 
the advantages of association, surroundings, and the inherited skill of 
geuerations which the operativés of Great Britain possess. But it is 
also true, even with this superior activity and intelligence, and all the 
other industrial advantages which we may possess, that the cost to the 
American manufacturer of accomplishing certain equivalent results— 
say, of producing similar yards of cotton or woolen, or pounds of iron— 
is much greater than to his foreign competitor, owing to the much 
greater cost here of labor or services in production. The tables sub- 
mitted by Mr. Scott, and elsewhere referred to, establish the truth of 
this statement with reference to one industry. We might multiply 
indefinitely examples in regard to others, showing the greater cost per 
unit of quantity of the similar articles to American manutacturers, thus 
enforcing the necessity of adequate protective duties to insure the con- 
tinued industrial prosperity of the United States. 


MANUFACTURERS’ PROFITS. 


It may perhaps be proper in this connection to make an allusion to 
another fiction extracted from the census reports, which has formed the 
basis of many tariff-reform arguments in and out of Congress. It has 
been assumed that the protective policy has enabled the manufacturers 
of the country to make enormons profits in the prosecution of their busi- 
ness, and that the extent of their net profits could be accurately ascer- 
tained from the census tables by deducting the sums reported as paid 
for materials and labor from the value of the gross product in each case. 
These net protits are said to vary from 25 to 67 per cent. per annum, 
and from this it is claimed that capital employed in manufactures is 
much better rewarded than that employed in agriculture or commerce. 

When we consider that the sums returned to the census officials as 
having been paid for materials and labor do not include the cost of su- 
perintendence, administrative labor, insurance, taxes, depreciation of 
plant, interest, commissions, transportation, losses by bad debts, ot 
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other inevitable elements of cost, the worthless character of these state 
ments and any conclusions which may be based upon them is apparent. 
If the aggregate expenditures for these unenumerated elements of cost 
should also be deducted from the total value of products, the average 
net profits would be found but little, if any, above t 
mercial rate of interest. 

Experience in industrial communities has demonstrated the 
whenever the profits in cotton, woolen, or other branc 
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ure much exceed the customary rate of interest, new establishments 
are erected, new competition is enlisted, and the normal rate of profit 


is soon restored. 

The census tables contain no statistics which wert 
cate, or which can possibly be made to show the net profit 
or business, and all conclusions based on figures obtained in 
described are equally unreliable. 

If any inference could be drawn from the census tables b 
the question whether the protective system has increased or 
sums paid for labor or the earnings of capital, a comparison should be 
made between the census of 1480 and 1860. The census of 1860 would 
show a prolit to the cotton manufacturers of 35.6 per cent. 
23.5 per cent. in 1°80; to the woolen manufacturers of 47.9 percent 
1860 instead of 28.5 in 1880; and in all the manufacture of iron 30.8 per 
cent. in 1860 instead of 21.1 per cent. in 1880. If any value whatever, 
therefore, could be accorded to this method of ascertaining profits, it 
would be shown that a revenue tariff such as existed in 1860 secured 
much greater profits to the manufacturer and much smaller remunera- 
tion to labor than a protective tariff. It may be sately assumed, how- 
ever, that this class of statements is made for circulation in communi 
ties where there is little or no knowledge of industrial methods : 
resalts, and where their falsity and absurdity may not be un 
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WAR TARIFF. 


The criticism of our tariff laws which is urged with most pertinacity 
is based upon the assumption that we are maintaining in time of pro- 
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not that rates 
should be reduced below the protect pe fin any ease wher } - 
tection was desirable. But experie1 has wn that in some cases 
they were mistaken in judgment With « Sma ‘ 
the low rates then adopted have proved 
The revision of March 3, 1883, left t ra 3 
mentioned in our tariff schedules great | vt ev 1 had i 
levied prior to July 14, 18% be l I t te on every item in 
the woolen schedule had bec ) 
every item in ti cotton s« ( } 
otherwise provided fo Ail mar s a 
unimportant except , had beet \ it two of the rat 
in the earthenware sched had nm ame ! | duties 
common Wwindow-glass id i ca - 
ule had been en ely recas i i 
place The list of the art 3 \ 1a { ates: W l 
were imposed in 1870 includes the I il | 4 i 
factured articles of minor importance with rates f 1) 20 to SO per ee 
veral fancy articles, like perfumery, cosm«e i we 
upon which a revenue duty of 50 pet t. w and the artic 
enumerated in the flax, hemp, and jute schedule, u 1 W h the dutic 
have never been protective. Astoall the g ut |} ected industr 
changes in phraseology and radical reduct 1 rate ud been 
made. 
The magnitude of these reductions is best shown by the statem« 
that if the rates of duty imposed by our tariff la ptior to the act of 
| Jnly 14, 1870, had been applied to the importat in ISAT the amount 
of duties collected in the latter year would have been $359,629, 117 
or an excess of $139,596,693.25 above theamount which was al 
collected under the provisions of existing law; in other words, if our 
revenue from customs in 1887 had been collected under the provisions 
of the war tariff, it would have been 65.65 per cent. greater than 
amount which was collected. The average ad valorem rate upon 
importations of merchandise in 1887, dutiable and free, was 31.13 per 


found peace a war tariff enacted to provide for the enormous expendi- | 


tures incurred between 1861 and 1866. It is frequently claimed that 
the rates which are now imposed are greater even than those which 
were levied during the war. The chairman of the Committee on Ways 


and Means, in his opening speech upon the bill now under considera- | 


tion, said: 


| goods in 1887 was higher than the average ad 


The duties on imports were raised from an average of 18.84 per cent. in L861 to | 


an average of 40.29 per cent.on dutiable goods during the five years from 1|*62 
to 1366, inclusive. These war taxes still remain,and they are heavier to-day 
than they were on an average during the five years of the existence of h 


ties. 


still 


This statement would lead to the inference that an increase of rates 
of duties upon imports had taken place since the close of the war. The 
assurance with which all opponents of the protective system join in a 
vigorous demand for the repeal of what they choose to call *‘ war-tariff 
taxes’’ has created a popular misapprehension as to the nature of the 
changes which have taken place in our tariff since 1865. The best 
answer ty this demand may be found in a simple recital of facts. 

Three important revisions of the tariff have taken place since 1870, 
namely, by the acts of July 14, 1870, of June 6, 1872, and of March 3, 
1883. Minor changes in rates have been made from time to time by 
other acts. 

By the provisions of the act of July 14, 1870, 178 dutiable articles 
were placed on the free-list. These included many crude materials in 
use by our manufacturers, the produce of foreign countries, which did 
not come in competition with American products. The rates of duty 
were reduced upon 50 articles. 
were added to the free list, and duties were specifically reduced on 49 
articles in addition to those upon which a uniform reduction of 10 per 
cent. was made. 

By the act of March 3, 1883, 72 additional articles were placed upon 
the free-list, while the rates were reduced on 427 paragraphs, embracing 
every schedule and almost every article upon the dutiable list. 

In view of the constant misrepresentations which have been made as 
to the character and extent of the reductions made by the act of March 
3, 1883, we have had the following table prepared by a competent ex- 
pert, showing the percentage of reduction made in rates by that act: 


> 


Statement of rates reduced by the act of March 3 


» 1883. 


——_—_ 


j | 
| Number of Percentage of Number of | Percentage of | 


jitemsreduced.| reduction. items reduced. reduction. 
| } 
aja | ss 
2 10 33 | 40to 4 | 
63 10 to 15 3 | 45 to 50 
44 15 to 20 44 50 to 60 
50 20 to 2 15 | @to 70 
85 25 to 30 7 | to 
48 30 to 35 1 80 to 100 | 
27 35 to 40 72 | 100 } 
| j 





Estimated average reduction in rates, 38.5 per cent. 


3y the act of June 6, 1872, 213 items | 


cent. If upon these importations war tariff rates had been levied the 
average ad valorem rate would have been 51.76 per cent. 

These statements would seem to effectually dispose of the claim that 
our tariff rates are as high or higher now than they were during the 
war. It is true that the average ad valorem rite levied ujpx 
vaiorem rateon dut 
goods in the years prior to1870. This is owing tothe unexampled d 
cline in prices which has been going on with increasing rapidity for the 
past fiiteen years. As an illustration of the effect which the lowe: 
of prices has had upon average ad valorem rates when specific 
are levied, the tollowing table is inserted: 
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BE cicivce woccocccescauscosnecsesene sevscuaskhe dsnede- sas neccusnebegiees 41.61 39. 87 g 
1885 45. 8 40.74 73. 66 
PSS6 5 $i 10 
LSS87 47. 1K 5 ; 


The third column shows the average ad valorem rates on sugar for 
the years 1884—’87. During these years no change in rates on sugar 
took place, and yet we have an apparent increase in rates of 52 percent 
in four years. This change was due to the decline in the price of 


sugar from an average of 3.6 cents per pound in 1584 to 2.7 in 1555, 
7. When the } 
) 


2.8 in 1886, and 2.5 in 1857 yresent rate of duty on 
was fixed in 1883 it was equivalent to 
unit of value of importations of 1882. w 
If, instead of imposing an average 


act of 1883 had imposed upon sugar an ad valorem rate of 


15 per cent. ad valorem on the 
hich was 4.4 cents per pound. 
; 


specific duty of 2 cents a pou: Lhe 


15 per cent 


and all other rates had remained as they are in the act the result would 
have been the steadily diminishing average ad va!orem rates shown in 
the second column instead of the constantly increasing rates in the first 
column, which are based on actual importations and existing rates. It 
is evident that if the prices of merchandise current during the war, or 
in 1864, for example, had been maintained without diminution the avy 


erage ad valorem rate on the importation of 1487 would have been 
greatly below the lowest average of any year of the war. 
mous decline in the prices of both domestic and foreign products, with 


Viv ene 


out any reduction in their relative cost of production, has had the 
effect to greatly diminish the protection afforded by an equal ad valo 
rem rate of duty. 

During the years from 1862 to 1878 the premium on gold in the 
United States had the effect of increasing the protective barrie For 


the purpose of illustrating the rapidly-diminishing amount of protec- 
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tion afforded by a uniform rate of duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
maintained from 1864 to 1886, we have prepared the following table: 
Foreign prices 

of merchan- 

dise, 
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ited States 
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Per cent 
150-4 172 $3.49 | L, 32 | 9 
165 162 2.59 91 | 12 
ADEE sniti-aipteenibialions 161 2.27 | 79 4 
1867 137 1,89 | . 66 | 17 
1868 122 1.71 60 | 19 
1869 121 ; 1.61 | 56 | ) 
1870 322 | 1.40 } 49 23 
1871 118 | 1.32] 46 24 
1872 129} 1,44 50 | 22 
187 i34| 1ss| [54] 21 
1874 31} 1.45] 51 22 
1875 126; 1.4 SL | 22 
1876 123} 1.37 49 | 25 
1877 124} 1.30] .46 m5 
1878 15] 1.16 41 | 28 
1879 . 100 | 1.00 35 32 
1880 115 1.15 | - 40 28 
1881 108 1.08 | 38 30 
1882 i1t 1.11 39 29 
1883 hei 107 1. 07 37 | 30 
LS sosensnineees 101 1.01 } 35 32 
1885 sealescilsdilcabatiamate 95 95 .33 5 
1836 adiihinnntahieiiiasd inahetthiiiuibieha this i 92 .92 | .32 5 


For a standard of foreign values and of the changes which have taken 
place from year to year in the foreign prices upon which ad valorem 
duties are levied we have taken the well-known index numbers of the 


London Economist. These tables, prepared for the purpose of showing | 


the movement of English prices, are widely accepted as authority on 
this subject. They are based on the annual average of the wholesale 
prices in England of twenty-two articles of commercial importance. 
‘The average of prices for the years 1845-1850, represented by the num- 
ber 100, is used as the standard in each case. 

We have assumed for this comparison that the index number in the 
first column represents the value in dollars and cents of some unit of 
quantity of merchandise imported into the United States. The second 
column shows the equivalent value of the same unit in each year in 
United States currency. The third column shows the relative amount 
of protection on each unit of quantity which would have been afforded 
the American producer in each year by an uniform ad valorem rate of 
35 per cent. ‘The fourth column shows what the equivalent ad va- 
lorem would have been in each year if a specific duty had been levied 
during the whole period equal to the sum assessed in 1887. It will be 
noticed that an ad valorem rate of 35 per cent. in 1887 furnishes no 
greater measure of protection than 9 per cent. would have afforded in 
1864, 

There are a number of important ehanges in business conditions, 
aside from the deeline in prices, which have had the effect to diminish 
the protection afforded by tariff rates. These are (1) the much greater 
extent to which undervaluation is now successfully carried on; (2) the 
much greater facilities afforded our merchants for making foreign pur- 


chases, and the much less time required for the delivery of the goods | 


purchased; and (3) the greatly reduced costof trans-Atlantic transporta- 
tion. <A striking example of the effects of cheapened transportation 
was furnished by the statement of a large manufacturer before your 
committee, that merchandise could now be transported and landed on 
the wharf in New York from Liverpool more cheaply than it could be 
carted to the same wharf from a factory in Brooklyn. 

t is important to take into consideration in connection with the ex- 
amination of the foregoing table that the relative cost of production in 
Great Britain and the United States in the years named has not ma- 
terially changed. ‘The increase of the earnings of labor and the result- 
ing increase in the labor cost of production have been greater in the 
United States than in England since 1860, and the actual sum required 
in nearly allcasesfor thesuflicient protectionof American labor against 
foreign competition is greater now than in the past. The accuracy of 
the statement of the greater increase since 1860 in the earnings of labor 
in the United States than in Great Britain is shown by the following 
table, in which we have also included the relative cost of living in the 
two countries at the time the comparison of wages is made: 
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| Comparison of earnings and cost of living of workingmen in Great Britain 
and United States in years named, 
' —_ o— 
| 


| 
i 


Earnings per Cost of living 


», per! 


~ 











annum, ©; per annum, |o< 
| , | aa 
} S So 
| o 99 
1860. 1885-'38,' = 13860. 1885-'86,' 4 
A. = 
Great Britain: Great Britain, for 
*For each family..| $292 $389 | 33 each family .........| $308 $349 13 
} *For each person i 
' employed....... 184 206 | 12 United States, for 
| United States, for each person....... 124 112 | fil 
each person | 
employed: ; 
| Class 1 735 1,242 | 69 | 
| {Class 2 168 720 | 54 | | 
[Class 3..... had 99 540 | 35 
Claas & ....000cs000 303 420 | 39 
| 
| *Professor L. Levi, ‘Wages and carnings of working classes.” For years 
1857 and 1884, 
| + Decrease. 
} Mr. Edward Atkinson, The Forum, September, 1888, pages 26 to 27. 
| Crass I, Specially skilled men, foremen, overseers, boss blacksmiths, carpen- 
ters, etc., customarily earning $3 to % per day at the present time. 


| Crass II. Average mechanics, engineers, hlacksmiths, carpenters, machin- 

| ists, and painters, connected with establisiments reported in volume XX of the 

} Census, 1865 to 1880, inclusive, 

|} Crass III, All the operatives, except foremen and overseers, in 100 establish- 

ments, reporting the wages of their working people under more than 1,200 sep- 

| arate tiles: bricks, marble, furniture, agricultural implements, tinware, stoves, 

boots, hats, cars, wagons, flour and saw mills, iron, paper, and textiles, em- 
ploying men, women, and children, from 20 to 2,000 in each. 

| Crass IV. Laborers computed separately, connected with above establish- 
ments. 

It will be noticed that while the increase in average wages has been 
| much greater in the United States than in Great Britain within the 
| period named, the cost of living has increased in Great Britain and de- 
| creased in the United States. In view of these facts, it is not strange 
| that the laborers employed in the production of articles subject to low 
ad valorem rates are vigorously demanding further protection, and it 
is remarkable that in such cases any successful competition is now pos- 
sible. 

These considerations establish the necessity for a frequent revision 
of tariff rates if an equal and just protection is to be afforded at all 
times. If all the rates imposed by our war tariff had been maintained 
without change, the specific rates would now have been excessive and 
the ad valorem rates would have been inadequate. As a matter of 
fact, the specific rates have all, we think, without an exception, been 
largely reduced, and the ad valorem rates have also in many cases been 
improvidently cut down. 

The practical question which we have to solve is not the date when 
| 
| 


duties were established or the circumstances or promises under which 

they were levied, but, the desirability of protection being conceded, it 

is, what rates are proper and adequate under existing conditions, 
INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS, 


Sections 29 to 34, inclusive, and sections 36, 38, and 40 of the House 
bill, are intended to modify existing laws relating to the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits. Your committee do not recommend their adoption. 

The sections, when taken together, can not be construed by yourcom- 
mittee as having any other effect than to open wide the door to fraud 
in the collection of taxes on distilled spirits. The cost of distilling 
spirits from grain, without the tax, is not more on an average than 20 
to 25 cents per gallon, while the tax on each gallon is 90 cents, or nearly 
400 per cent. upon the cost of the spirits. This great temptation to 
fraud led Congress many years ago to pass rigid statutes relating to 
taxes upon distilled spirits, which are chiefly embodied in chapter 4, 
Title XX XV, of the Revised Statutes. When enacted they were found 
absolutely necessary to make it possible to collect the bulk of the tax, 
as under the laws prior to their passage the frauds were so great as 
to almost entirely destroy the revenue from this source. 

Experience has shown that with all these safeguards it has been ex- 
ceedingly difficult in some sections of our country to enforce the law 
against illicit distillation. Notably has this been the case in several 
States south of the Ohio and Potomac Rivers, where large numbers of 
small distilleries were and still are located, about fourteen hundred in 
all. It is quite clear to your committee that the general result of the 
House provisions would be to make it impossible in the future to effect- 
ively colleet the tax upon distilled spirits, as by these provisions all 
safeguards against illicit distilling and all the efficient machinery for 
the detection and punishment of fraud are removed. 

It is estimated that with all existing safeguards there are annually 
produced about 6,000,000 to 8,000,000 gallons that do not pay the tax, 
and it is notably true that in some of the Southern markets spirits are 
sold at a price little above the amount of the tax. It would seem that 
if this tax is to be maintained, greater restrictionsshould be provided, 
rather than provisions looking to the relaxation of existing laws. 
Section 36 of the House bill is the chief section, and the other sec- 
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month of the amount distilled. 
A capacity tax must be based upon an estimate of 1 
spirits which can be obtained from each bushel of grain witl a ce 
tain fixed time. In practical distillation the best results are secured 
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a 
quantity of yeast the grain can be fermented and d l 
hours. The yield per bushel of grain in this case would be much less 


egate quantity of spirits produced daily would great 


but the ager 
ceed that permitted by any reasonable official survey, and thi 
creased amount would of course escape payment of the tax. But i 
the period should be extended from twelve to twenty-four or thirty 
six hours, the capacity, as compared with the measure of the still, 
would then be largely increased, and the Government would depend 
entirely for tl n of its revenue upon the honesty 
tiller. 

Each bushel of corn, it is estimated, produces from 3} to 4 gall I 
proof spirits with a fermenting period of seventy-two hours. With a 
fermenting period of half that time, the yield would probably be tl 
fourths of this amount. As grain is the chief material used, th 
relative cost of which compared with the tax to be paid would ena 
the distillery to use the grain (which, for the purpose of feedin 
stock, loses little of its value) in a wasteful way, so that the 
tion to force the fermenting period into twelve or twenty-four or thirt: 
six hours, and thus double the product of the distillery, would be so 
great that its adoption by these small distillers wo 
follow. 

This section would afford the opportunity to establish any nar 
small distilleries of a much less capacity than 25 bushels per day in 
out-of-the-way places, in mountain regions, and in houses and cellars, 
where opportunity of detection would be small, and where, if detected 
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they would only be required to pay tax on the declared capacity of the 


distillery. 

‘These small distilleries could be set up at aslight cost, would 
able, and cou!d be removed from place to place easily without detecti 
and the product of a single week of any one of these small stills would 
more than pay for the original cost of the : 

From the experience of the Internal Revenue Office for many yé 
it is believed that the tax is now collected upon all spirits distilled 
the large distilleries, as in them the safeguards of existing law | 
proved effectual, and the chief trouble in the administration of 
results from the difficulty of controlling small distilleries and suppr 
ing illicit distilleries in mountain regions and in out-of-the-way pla 
But for the frauds in the States where these small distilleries m«: 
abound the system for the collection of tax on distilled spirits would 
be regarded as perfect as practicable. These frauds, however, do not 
probably exceed in the aggregate more than 10 per cent. of the entir 
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justify them in making complaint and no private person can make 
complaint except the facts are within his own personal knowledge. 





It provides, further, that no fee shall be paid to either marshals, | 


clerks, or commissioners unless there be a conviction, or unless the 
prosecution has been approved, either before or after such arrest, by the 
attorney of the United States for the district where the offense is al- 
leged to have been committed, or unless the prosecution was com- 
menced by information or indictment. Thus, in cases of violations of 
the internal-revenue laws, it would be necessary for a complicated in- 
vestigation to be gone through with before any such prosecution could 
be instituted, 

It is impossible for internal-revenue agents to hear complaints and 
thus be able to make affidavit on information and belief, as there are 
only twenty of them in all, and they are occupied chiefly in the exami- 
natiou of accounts, giving in‘ormation to officers as to their method of 
conducting business, etc. Collectors and deputy collectors are engaged 
in the detail work of their offices and may be at a great distance from 
the place where the fraud is being committed. The section would re- 
quire preliminary trial by a collector or deputy collector belore a prose- 
cution could be instituted. The marshals, who under the law are re- 
quired to execute any process pre-ented, are informed in advance that 
they shall have no pay unless there is a conviction, which necessarily 
implies that the marshal, before he serves process, must enter into an 
examination of the probability of a conviction or else discharge his 
duties without compensation. 

Section 34 minimizes the penalty for intentional violation of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws. This section is a substitute for section 3176 ot 
the Kevised Statutes, which provides that if any person refuses or neg- 
lects to make any return or list for taxation, as reyuired by law, or who 
renders a false or trandulent return or list, the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue shall assess the tax, and in case of any return of a false 
or fraudulent list or valuation, the Commissioner shall add 100 per 
cent. to such tax. So that in case of actual fraud, under section 3176 
of the Revised Statutes, the penalty is 100 per cent.; but in case of a 
refusal or neglect only, except in cases of sickness or absence, the added 
penalty is 50 per cent.; the penalty in both cases being assessed as a 
part of the tax. 

Section 34 of the bill amends this section of the Revised Statutes 
by substituting a uniform penalty of 25 per cent., and interest at 10 
per cent, from the time when such tax is due and payable; that is to 
say, if an illicit distiller is caught, or if a distiller makes a false end 
fraudulent return, instead of 100 per cent. penalty as now provided he 
is only required to pay a penalty of 25 per cent. 

Section 3332 of the Revised Statutes provides that in case a regis- 
tered distillery, having a producing capacity of less than 150 gallons a 
day, shall violate the law respecting such distillery, and having been de- 
clared jorfeited by a judgment of the court for a violation of the inter- 
nal revenue laws, such still, ete., shall be destroyed so as to prevent its 
use for the purpose of distilling. This section of the Revised Statutes 
is amended by section 38 of the bill so that in case of judgment of for- 
feiture the seizing officer shall remove such still, etc., to a place of safe 
storage, where it shall be sold, and that it shall be so removed without 
mutilation. The reason for the present law was that a distillery of the 
capacity described in this section, having been detected at one place, 
could, unless destroyed, be easily removed to another and again begin 
its operations, as had frequently been done prior to the passage of the 
law; and it was thought that the destruction of the still wasan effectual 
method of preventing illicit distillation by means of these small distil- 
leries. If the eflect of a jndgment of forfeiture shall only be to require 
the seizing officer to carefully preserve and store the still without muti- 
lation, it will soon renew its work in some other convenient locality 
where the vigilance of revenue officers could, for a time at least, be 
eluded, as stills of this capacity are portable and easily transferred 
from one neighborhood to another. 

In order that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue might have 
knowledge of every still manutactured in the country and its location, 
enabling him thereby to pursue the still from the time of its manu 
facture until it engaged in the production of spirits to be taxed, sec- 
tion 3244 of the Revised Statutes provides that a manufacturer of stills 
shall pay an annual tax of $50, and $20 for each still or worm for dis- 
tilling made by him; and section 3265 of the Revised Statutes requires 
such manufacturer before the same is removed from the place of man- 
ufacture to notify the collector of the district in which such still, 
boiler, or other vessel is to be used or set up, by whom itis to be used, 
its capacity, and the time when the same is to be removed from the 
place of manufacture; and also provides that it shall not be set up 
without the permit of the collector in writing for that purpose. These 
wholesome provisions, taken together, were intended to prevent per- 
sons from manufacturing stills or procuring them from manafacturers 
without the knowledge of the proper revenue officers of the Govern- 
ment. But section 40 of the proposed bill repeals all laws which im- 
pose these special taxes, and thus stills would be manufactured with- 
out the knowiedge of the office of the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue and without opportunity of the revenue officers to know when, 
where, or how such stills were to be set up and used. 

These sections constitute such a modification of our present revenue 
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system, as respects the collection of taxes from distilled spirits, as will 
make it easy tor those disposed to engage in illicit distilling to do so 
with impunity, and your committee can not but regard these provisions 
as seriously endangering the efficacy of our entire system of laws which 
provide for the collection of revenue from distilled spirits. 

THE SUBSTITUTE PROPOSKD BY THE FINANCE COMMITTEE, 

The House bill (H. R. 9051) under consideration was received by 
your committee July 25, and was immediately referred to the follow- 
ing subcommittee: Messrs. ALLISON, of Iowa, chairman; ALDRICH, of 
Khode Island; JONES, of Nevada; Hiscock, of New York; Beck, of 
Kentucky; HARRIS, of Tennessee, and VOORHEES, of Indiana, who re- 
ported the same back, September 25, to the full committee, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which was adopted by the full 
committee and reported to the Senate this day by Mr. ALLIson. 

In the preparation of the substitute submitted for the consideration 
of the Senate, it has been the purpose of your committee to present a 
measure which would, as far as possible, fulfill the important require- 
ments of revenue revision which we have enumerated. The num -rous 
failures and defects of the House bill rendered the task of amend- 
ing that bill impossible, and made the preparation of a comprehensive 
and consistent measure of relief and revision necessary. We submit 
this substitute to the judgment of the Senate, and invite fer it full and 
careful scrutiny. The time which has elapsed since the House bill 
reached the Senate has been diligently employed by your committee in 
a careful investigation of the diverse and important questions involved 
in a general tariff revision, and in hearing such representatives of the 
vast number of interests affected by changes in the tariff schedules as 
could be heard in the limited time at their disposal. 

Other interested parties are desirous of being heard, and it is the 
intention of the committee, with the approval of the Senate, to give 
such time to further hearings as shall be possible during the period the 
bill may be under discussion, with a view of eliciting the fullest infor- 
mation, in order that the provisions of the substitute, and of such 
amendments as shall be suggested, may be acted upon with the great- 
est degree of intelligence. 

The committee estimate that the annual revenues would be reduced 
by the provisions of the substitute as follows: By the reduction of the 
duty on sugar, $27,759,783.95; by adding to the free-list the forty-two 
items named in Appendix C, $6,428,095.56; by the abolition of the 
internal-revenue taxes on the production or sale of tobacco and the re- 
duction of the tax on cigars, $24,371,460.94; and by the provisions 
which allow the use of alcohol in the industrial arts free from tax, $7,- 
000.000, or a total reduction of $65,559,340. 49. 

An estimate has also been carefully prepared (Appendix B) of the 
effect which the other changes in the tariff s-~hedules would have upon 
importationsand therevenue. If this estimate should prove to be cor- 
rect, the total reduction in revenue effected by the substitute would be 
$73,668,994. 30. 

In order to obtain the necessary reduction of revenue, the committee 
have selected such duties or taxes for reduction or repeal as would, 
while effecting that object, secure the most beneficial results to the 
masses of our people, and would not disturb or injure any industry or 
pursuit entitled to protection. 

The excessive duty of from 2 to 3} cents per pound now imposed 
upon sugar adds a considerable sum to the daily cost of living of every 
family in the United States, where in most cases the cost of sugar is 
greater than the cost of bread. The high rates of duty which have 
been levied upon this important article of food have not successfully 
developed the sugar-producing industry of the United States. The 
great natural advantages which the producers of cane sugars in the 
tropical islands have over those of the United States preclude domestic 
competition upon equal terms. If it were not for the fact that parties 
interested in the production of sugar from sorghum or beets are confi- 
dent of the rapid development of these industries in the United States 
the committee would recommend a still greater reduction in the rate 
of duty upon sugar, as the advantages of this reduction would be felt 
through a larger circle than any other which could be made in our 
tariff schedules. 

The ariicles which are placed on the free-list include jute, jute butts, 
sisal grass, manila, and other crade materials not produced in this 
country, whose free admission would benefit both the producers and 
consumers of manufactures from these materials. 

The provisions of the substitute which allow the use of alcohol in 
the industrial arts free from taxation would prove of great benefit toa 
large number of important manufactures. Alcohol is used in the pro- 
duction of more than five hundred chemical and pharmaceutical prep- 
arations and in many of the mechanical and industrial arts, and its use 
in all these directions would be largely extended if the onerous tax 
should be abolished. The heavy tax upon alcohol unnecessarily in- 
creases the price of many manufactured products, with no correspond- 
ing benefit except the resulting revenue, which is not unnecessary. 

Your committee have considered numerous suggestions for the repeal 
of all internal-revenue taxes and the abolition of the entire internal- 
revenue system, but they deem the adoption of this course at present 
both impracticable and unwise, not only because the repeal of these 
taxes would create a large annual deficit, but for the further reasom 
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that the taxes levied on distilled spirits used as a beverage and on beer 
should be retained, and the legislation to protect American dairy prod- 
ucts from fraudulent imitations should be enforced. 

The proposition for a repeal of all internal-revenue taxes on tobacco 
is presented in compliance with a universal demand. 

‘The provisions of the carefully prepared bill to prevent undervalua- 
tions, heretofore reported trom the Committee on I’inance and adopted 
by the Senate, are incorporated in the substitute. 

We have inserted a provision intended to prevent the importation 
of all articles of foreign manufacture when marked or labeled in such 
a manner as to represent that they were manufactured in the United 
States. 

Section 39 provides that upon the exportation of articles manufact- 
ured from dutiable imported materials the entire sum paid for duties 
on such materials shall be repaid in the form of a drawback. 

In the revision of the dutiable schedules and the free-list submitted 
constant effort has been made to correct the inequalities and to elimi- 
nate the ambiguities of the existing tariff, and careful attention has been 
given to the recommendations of the executive officers and to the state- 


ments of merchants, manufacturers, and workmen whose business has | 


suffered from admitted defects. 

In pursuance of our general plan to lessen the evils of undervalua 
tion, to secure more certainty, uniformity, and equality in the collec 
tion of duties as well as economy in administration, specific or com 
pound rates have been substituted for ad valorem rates wherever prac- 
ticable, or when the necessary data could be obtained. 
changes of this character have been made they have been adjusted 
upon information obtained from customs experts or from other reliable 
sources, 

It will be observed that all of the tariff schedules have been thor- 
oughly revised, rearranged, and greatly simplified. They have been 
divided into paragraphs and numbered consecutively, in order that in 
the future amendments may be made to a single paragraph or schedule 
without a general re-enactment of all the schedules, as is now neces 
sary to prevent confusion. The number of paragraphs has been re- 
duced from 495 in the tariff of 1883 to 440 in the substitute sub- 
mitted. 

To secure the proper relation between the rates imposed upon the 
numerous articles produced in our related and interdependent indus 
tries is the most difficult problem of tariffadjustment. ‘The committee 
have endeavored, in the revision of rates proposed, to accomplish this 
necessary equalization. Reductions have been made whenever they 
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have seemed desirable, and we have increased rates whenever it seemed | 


necessary to preserve the workingmen engaged in any American indus- 
try requiring protection from ruinous or unequal competition. 

The present anomalous and inadequate duties on tinand terne plates 
have received the attention of your committee, who believe that such 
a readjustment of these rates should be made as would encourage the 
manufacture of these articles in this coantry. 
up to this time, been able to obtain the definite information upon which 
to base a recommendation for an increase of rates upon the gauges 
which could now or might in the near future be produced in this coun- 
try if protection were afforded; but as soon as the requisite informa- 
tion can be obtained we shall offer an amendment for this purpose. 

We also, if found necessary after further examination, reserve the 
privilege of suggesting amendments to other paragraphs. 

In ali the numerous changes suggested your committee have had con- 
stantly in view the preparation of a consistent measure whose benefi- 
cent influences would be felt in every section and by every class of our 
people, which would give greater diversity to our industries, and by 
strengthening and invigorating the American system of protection se- 
eure the harmonious development and prosperity of agriculture, manu- 
factures, and commerce. 

The differences between the House bill and the substitute reported 
by your committee are fundamental. The House bill has been formu- 
lated on the theory that a diminution of revenues can only be secured 
by a reduction or repeal of protective duties, and that tariff revision 
means simply that indiscriminate cutting down of rates which encour- 
ages importations, benefits foreign manufacturers, and produces free 
trade. 

The substitute proposes to reduce revenues and at the same time to 
preserve the American system. It is based upon the idea that tariff 
revision implies an equitable readjustment of duties in the interest and 
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for the benefit of the people of the United States, and in the distribu- | 


tion of rates its framers have not hesitated to erect or to maintain de- 
fensive barriers which would carry confidence and comfort into Amer- 
ican homes. 

The committee express regret that through severe illness they have 


been deprived of the mature judgment and counsel of the chairman of 
the Finance Committee, JusTIN S. MORRILL, of Vermont, the author of 


the tariff bill of 1862, which formed the basis of our present protective 
system. 





APPENDICES. 
APPENDIX A.—Specific Duties. 


In 17% Secretary Hamilton reports to the House of Representatives that, by 
existing laws, about one-third of the duties was derived from articles rated ad 
valorem, and adds: 




















“In other nations, where this branch of revenue, as with us, is of principal or 
very considerable consequence, and where no peculiarity of situation has tended 
to keep the duty low, experience has led to « tract more and more the 1 
ber of articles rated ad valorem, and, of cour-e, to extend the number of 
rated spec ally, that is, according to weight, measure, or other rules of 

} tity. The reason of this is obvious; it is to guard a st eva , W 
fallibly happens in a greater or less degree when duytiesare high * * 
needless to repeat that this will contribute as much to 
trader as to that of the revenue 

‘It is believed that in our system the method of rat ivalor ‘ 
convenience, be brought within a much narrower « ass, aud it is ¢ 

| that to do so will contribute materially to the security the reve ‘ Ay 
ican State Papers, Finance, volume 1, page 548 

Secretary Gallatin, reporting to the Senate in 1801 

‘*In order to guard as tar as possible against the value of goods being < 
rated in the invoices, it would be eligible to lay specific duties o 
cles now paying duties ad valorem as may be suscept of that a ‘ 

American State Papers, Finance, volume |, page 702 

Secretary Dallas, reporting to the House of Representatives in 15 ivs 

Articles imported to a great amount should rather be « reed w j 
duties upon their weight and measure, in order to g i st evasions a 
frauds, than with ad valorem duties on their value American St pers 
Finance, volume 3, page 9! 

| Secretary Crawford, in 1817, in the report concerning revision of tl rever 
laws already referred to, calls attention to the subject of frauis, partic r 
the importation of articies upon consigr ent paying ad ‘ em d s and 

} recommends a series of remedial provisions, which are tinly app 
importations subjected to ad valorem duty » which he adds 

Whatever may be the reliance which ought to be placed in the ¢ f 
the foregoing provisions, it is certainly prucent to diminish far as pr 

| the list of articles paying ad valorem duties aa list of hu 

| dred and twenty-four enumerations to be trar he class “ 
In i819 he submitted a further list American apers, Finance, y ime 
3, pages 236, 41 

Secretary Meredith, in his report of December 3, 1849, says 

“I propose a return to the system of specific duties on articles on w h they 
ean be convenientiy laid. The effects of the present ad valorem «ystem are 
twofold, namely, on the revenue and on ourown productions. I xperie: has. I 
think, demonstrated that, looking exclusively to the revenue, a specific duty 
is more easily assessed, more favorable to commerce, more equal, and less ex- 


posed to frauds than any other system. Of course such a duty is not laid with 
out reference to the average cost of the commodity. 
difticulties and controversies which atte 


rhis system obviates the 








nd an appraisement of the foreign mar 
ket value of each invoice, and it imposes an equal duty on equal quantities of 
the same commodity. Under the ad valorem system goods of the same kind 
and quality, and between which there can not bea difference in value in the 
same market at any given time, nevertheless may often pay different amounts 
of duty Thus the hazards of trade are unnecessarily increased.’ 

“To levy an ad valorem duty on foreign valuation equably at the different 
ports is believed to be impossible Phat the standard of value at anytwo ports 
is precisely the same at any given time is wholly improbable. The f ities 
afforded to frauds upon the revenue are very great, and it is apprehended that 
such frauds have been and are habitually and extensively practiced, The state- 
ments annexed (marked QO), to which I invite special attention, exhibit in a 


strong light the dangers to which this system is necessarily exposed 

As the standard of value at every port must at lastdepend upon the average 
of the invoices that are passed there, every successful attempt at undervaluation 
renders more easy all that follow it. The consequences are, not only that the 
revenue suffe.s, that @ certain sum is in effect annually given by the publi 
among dishonest importers asa premium for their dishonesty, but that fair 
American importers may be gradually driven out of the business and their places 
supplied by unknown and unscrupulous foreign adventurers.”’ 

The adoption of specific duties has been uniformly favored by the executive 
ofticer of the Goverument, and has been specially recommended by a number 
of the Secretaries of the Treasury in recent years 

Secretary Bristow, in his annual report for 1876, in commenting upon th 
ministration of the customs revenue, said: 

‘Another remedy, and the most effective which could be adopted for correct- 
ing the evils of the appraisement system, is the substitntion,so far as practica- 
ble, of specific for ad valorem duties. This change would work a great reduc- 
tion in the amount of labor requiring the knowledge of experts The entire 
process of ascertaining duties would be more simple, certain, and safe. Oppor- 


| tunities for collusive undervaluation would be greatly lessened, and if errors 


were committed they could not, as to specific rates and amounts, be accounted 
for except upon the supposition of culpable negligence or actual fraud ; whereas, 
in respect to ad valorem duties, an error of judgment may readily be assigned 
as a sufticient explanation. 

‘Such change, either with or without a decrease in the number of dutiable 
articles, would insure a very considerable reduction of the force at the chiet 
ports, with a consequent diminution of expenses.” 

Secretary Sherman, in his report to Congress for 1878, made the following sug- 
gestions with respect to —— duties 

‘While not recommending ageneral revision of the tariff at the present time, 
it is deemed important that upon some articles the ad valorem duties now as- 
sessed should be converted into speeific duties. Asarule, specific duties are to 
be preferred to either ad valorem or compound rates, and in any future revision 
of the tariff it is hoped that Congress will give preference to this system of im- 
posing duties as far as practicable. The argument in favor of specific duties ap- 
plies with great force to kid gioves, concerning the value of which, under the 
present ad valorem duties, serious differences of opinion have occurred between 
the importers and the Government during the past year, which have led to pro- 
tracted delays in the ascertainment of the dutiable value, and consequent in- 
jury to the mercantile community 


In his report on the collection of duties for 1885 the late Secretary Ma g 
said 

**In a system of ad valorem rates there are two critical points: One is dutia- 
ble value and the other is rate of duty The present rate of duty on certain 


silk goods is 50) per cent. of the market value at the time of exportation in the 
principal markets of the country, or what valent to one-half of the im- 
portation. Ifthe law were so administered by the Treasury Department that 
on the importation of one importer 50 per cent. was levied, and on the importa 
tion of another importer, 40 per cent., and on that of another importer, 3 per 
cent., there would be a general outcry. So there would be if an importer at 
New York was required to pay only 30 per cent. and if of another at buffalo 
was demanded 40 per cent. and of another at Chicago was required 50 per 


sequ 


cent 





But none the less illegal and intolerable result would follow if the dutiabl 
value on one importation were fixed at $100, on another, by the same vessel, at 
$80, and on another, by the same vessel, at $6), the merchandise in all of the 
three being similar. If importers can illegally control dutiable values, they 
can contro! the amount of duties paid on the merchandise, although the ad va 
lorem rate may be fixed and uniform for everybody and every port the 
country. 
* * . * + + a 


“IT do not make a recommendation to Congress for the restoration of the ‘old 
moiety system’ and the statutory inducement rmers, or the law concern- 
ing intent and burden of proof, which existed from 1799 to 1874. And Ido not 


toinf 
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i for t reason that the purpose of the House and Senate, in re- | possession o 


£ 
Bp ! ition of the rates of duty and a prudent enlargement of the | n 

































































he Government, and according to a standard which is altogether 
omestic. That would be partially true of an ad valorem system 
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ational and d 
























































a ition of specific rates, is necessarily unknown. Should some such last- levied upon * home value,’ but there are constitutional impediments in the way 
: ‘ not I e litt] ith that the existing power of the Ex- | of such a system whieh appear to be insuperable. But under an ad valorem 
« and t ; : juate to secure honest in ees and fullap- | system the facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be applied must be gathered 
I nt | in places many thousand miles away and under circumstances most unfavora- 
” . x bie to the administration of justice. 
{ ‘ ‘ ta ft { r ude nearly half a rhe present Secretary of the Treasury, in that portion of his last 
Py . ‘ sr reciation of the re- | Pott relating to the administration of the customs ] ws, used tho f 
lat ‘ iva ‘ n which foreign ime : 
n ire I sto tl t were then Whatever the rates of customs taxation r be, the laws for the collection 
re | of the same should be made as efficient as possible. In this the bona fide im- 
Oo ur v6 eagainst fraudulent underv ons which | Porter, who wishes to gain only the legitimate profits of his business, the |] 
r eve e existing sche: of rem duties, spe- | ™ anufacturer, and labor rare eq 1ally interest ey all have a right to de- 
a ar roposed in nearly all ca s when practic yle. rhe operation mand that the laws be so administer das to give | *m every poss bie prot« 
of t em of specific duties may not be perfectly « all cases in re- | tion n their busines z 1 valorem tariff of the last quarter of a cen- 
p eof tl rt ed under it. But . : | tur s been the fruitf vices to gai nproper advantage at the 
; t bw the ty of the revenu custom-house. It is ther e that in rev g and reducing rates of 
l of fic dut xclude worthless and duty they should be made specific instead of ad valorem so far as the nature of 
wi pure » i suum are often imposed on. : the merchandise will admit. Theoreti y considered, ad valorem are prefer- 
| able to specifie duties; but practice der such rates as we have had and 
- . - © ° | must continue to have for years to come, the former are the too-easy source of 
idvantage, and perhaps the chief advantage, of a specific over an ad | deception and inequality at the custom-house. Congress has it in its power to 
Va 1 system isin the fact that under the former duties are levied by a posi- | change, from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates so as to meet any 
tis t, which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is in the | permanent changes in values.”’ 
AprPprsNpIx B Estimates of imports and duties by provisions of Senate substitute to H. R. 9051. 
af a nae teq7 | Estimated imports under eet Average ad va- 
| Importations, fiscal year 1887. proposed bill. =stimated lorem rate of duty. 
} decrease of 
| duty by 7 
| »posec 
Vatous Duties. Vilna — ny a Present Proposed 
| law. bill. 
A. Chemical products $1 
B. Earthenware and glassware........ aiemuaege l: 
©. Metals pasticguatingstinbammmeeeasioeie 51, 402, 
D. Wood and wooden ware 8, 061, 909. 7 
EF. Sugar 68, 924, 968, 
ae 10, 7: 
G, Provisions, etc.. ) 33, 596, 588. 
Wines, liquors, €t0............c.csseees menpesensonens penssuscarecencsesegunsonnes 387, 592. 49 | 7, 681, 031.58 9, 761, 316. 
Cotton manufactures...... 207, 908.83 | 12, 081, 263.08 29, 664, 007. 
Fiax, hemp, and jute , 791, 662, 7, 868, 605. 73 24, 030, 013. 
Wool and manufactures ef woo! 33, 629, 534.13 5 83 
Silk and silk goods.. 15, 300. 70 ov, , O59 
M. Books, paper etc. | 1S 4 274 
naries oe 10,8 l a7 43 Ot OV 
es, not enumerated 2513 Revised 
atutes 
t nanufactured.,.......... eee ‘ peveconercccoccanoens wah 305, 545. 78 0, 54. 61 5, 545. 78 0, S54. G1 |......c0ceee dbnizetions 10.00 | 10. 00 
lanufaetured spmmennees eeeveneemdiinsusent meeneiate 564, 001.70 112, 800. 34 564, 001. 70 112, 800, 34 20.00 | 20. 00 
Packages, 1 », boxes, ete., de ned ainsdsieies 12, 340. 96 340. 96 12, 340. 96 12, 340. 96 100. 00 | 100, 00 
£24, 082 204, 477, 083.64 | 397,236, 606.46 | 168, 607, 645, 88 48, 21 42. 45 


APP! xC Additions to frec-list by proposed Senate subst 
ns. raw, dried or undried, but unground., 
yta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured., 





et 


Hhee’s-wax. 
Books and pamphlets printed exclusively in languages other than En; 
Braids, plaits, flats, laces, etc., for ornamenting hats, etc. i 





i 
Bristles, raw or unmanufactured. 

Bulbs and bulbous roots; not edible, 

Chicory root, raw, dried or undried, but umground. 

Coal, slack or culm. 

Coal-tar, crude. 

Curling-stone handles, | 
urrants, Zante or other dried. } 
Dandelion roots, raw, dried, or undried, but anground. 
Eggs’ yolks 


le and unmanufactured. 





oo 





Feathers and downs ol au & 


is, cruc 





Jute 
Jute butts. 
Manila, 


Ramie. 
Sisal grass. 


Sunn { 
AppEeNDIx D.—United Stales product 
Production of cereals. 
Year. anion 
Bushels. Per capita. 


Bushels. 








1840.. 615, 525, 302 | 36.0 
1850 867, 453, 967 | 37.4 
BBOD..... ..ccccconcneconssenncesscesnncsresccnssnenssasasee 1, 239, 039, 945 | 39.4 


















1870 he ea a | 1,629,027,600} 42.2 
IIIs caseseumenseeunnehatiencahitegniiaianiiaanaaiiaiaaananat a 1; 528, 776, 100 38.5 
1, 664, 331, 600 | 40.7 
1533, 892. 891 | 36.6 
1, 455, 180, 200 | 33.7 









| 2,082, 235, 300 | 

1. 962, 822. 100 
wae) 2,178, 984, 646 
| 2,302, 254, 950 

2, 437, 482, 300 | 











2, 182, 745, 85 






o 
em 
ai 
So 


All other textile grasses or fibrous substances unmanufactured or undressed. 
Floor ma xy, known as Chinese matting 
Grease ar 3, such as arecommonly used in soap making or wire drawing, 





ce, 

Human hair, raw, uncleaned and not drawn. 
Mineral waters, not specially 
Molasses, testing not above 56°. 
Olive oil, for manufacturing or mechanical purposes, 
Nut oil, or oil of nuts, 

Opium, crude or unmanufactured. 

Potash, crude carbonate. 

Potash, caustie or hydrate. 

Potash, nitrate of, or saltpeter. 

Potash, sulphate of. 

Potash, chlorate of. 

Rags, all not enumerated. 

Hemp seed. 

Rape seed. 

Sponges. 

Sand. 

Tar and pitch, of wood, 

Turpentine, spirits of. 






enumerated 





) 





ton and consumption of cereals. 


Home consumption of | Exports 


| 
: 
Exports | (percent- 
of cereals, | age of pro- 


Products 


of ex reals, 





Area of 
cereal crops 





































per acre, Pe r capita. duction). 
Acres. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. 
(*) (*) 602, 3 3 35.3 ’ 
| } (*) 851, 5 36.7 
*) *) 1, 216, 084. 810 383.7 
69, 254, 016 23.5 1, 571, 737, 175 57, 290, 521 3 5 
65, 061, 951 23.5 | 1,464,956 63, 819, 57: 4.2 
68, 280, 197 24.4 | 1,588, 432,! 75, 899, 033 4.5 
| 74, 112,137 20.7 1, 444, 923, 959 3, 968, 932 6.1 
80, O61, 289 18,2 | 1,324, 687,112 3, 088 8.9 
| 1, 478, § 5.4 
178 t 1, 928, 444, 494 43. 5.1 
, 619 ) 1, 834, 795, 40.5 6.5 
, 286 2, 042, 970, 575 44.1 6,2 
, 260 2, 111, 044, 022 44.5 19], 210, 928 8.3 
950 | 2, 190, 870, 793 45.1 246, 611, 507 10,1 








eo 


95, 430, 259 | 2, 021, 625, 031 | 43.6 | 161,120, 828 | 


* Estimated. 
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Nails and spikes . cccesee 
Needles and pins 
Steam fittings and h 















1 
Ivory and bone work. ) 

Straw goods... 

Toys and games 

Blacking iat ) | 

Lead, bar, pipes, sh te.. ) P 

Slate mantels, marble mantels, et . = do 

Castor oil...... ‘ eeces . do ‘ 
Scales and balances sgunghepeseones ‘ . lo 

Sewing-machines and attachments ccineiameamine do m 


Steel springs........... vei “i ini sittnathiin nla 
Stamped ware.. 
BRED ncocsntnvemen atnsecte pb theconensccnemeseenegecnens a $91, 30K 





Soap and candles.. 





Stone and earthen ware............ nian namietia 129, 7¢ : 
Confectionery ° 1,75 I 5 . 
Brushes and Dbroom..........cceccsscccosseraceeseees 288, 328 ] 

Iron work, a 2 . 
Foundry and machine-shop products.. 7” 7,091, } 7 . 


Manufactures of wool of all kinds eiedinanniaieeal 1, 800, 8 
Planed lumber............. sdiiiions ivieptinaniteiaimetl 35 i 
Brick and tile. ... oe Miattcmdaeniiell oiiaiieaaaiiiti 2, 644 ) 
Marble and stone work........ din annie inantesetecibialinnl 803, 31 340 















































Type found pbichpiatpaanbanenauiandintentl LO, 00K 2 . 
Starch selilhaaiecnennadenighaidiaeelininsowiaee ve 6, 00 7,4 a 
Cordage and twine 4 ] . , 
Paper manufactures.......... 64 
Hats and caps not wool ......... mylingages ‘ a f 21,2 ’ , 
Instruments, professional and scientifi« 7, i 
Wire and wire work. spinsenemnnes “ : } 
IE CIE STOR cnccscte nceccccccecevecescess ; 194 } ] 5 
Baking and yeast powders ............sc-sese.++ ; 3, 500 4,72 3 
300k-binding and blank-book making...... i 15 < } 
Boxes, fancy and paper... iaeehtitindibanecernes inennoite 262 i LS ‘ 7 : 
Brass castings ............ 2 " : ; 
Carriages, WOON, CtC .......ccccccscecseccsescecccece sibitiition | 4, 278, J 4 = - 
Coffee and spices, roasted and ground...........--..+. 151 22.4 7 I 
Drugs and chemicals..... 599, 6 i i : 
Furniture.. — Richbinatedibstleemiiinediaheanene alien 1, 960, », 88 5 
Hard ware......... iniihuiiinieiiadiliaiens ee tiie aitinteons 8, 90 14, 793 
a bolts, washers, nuts, etc......... ene . 240, 006 ) 
Kaolin and ground earth........ eetguatsvecmnceneeninawedmnand 60,7 1, 38 2 
Linseed oil........... I 7vO ! } 2 
Neat’s-foot vil... mtenenauseeneden 500 . 
Patent medicines and compound seman wibens , 932 2 
Tin ware, copper ware, and sheet-iron ware........... 2, 862, 505 >, 233, . 7 t,<V ] 
Tools, not cutlery f 4 5», 968 | ' res ‘ 
Wooden ware { a4} , ore dee ' ‘ 
i ix 
; ‘ Pp ‘ <a ‘ ‘ . 


Cotton manufactures ee : 15. 928. 712 "7 } ‘ ' ‘ 
Wool....... : : ‘ ae en 15, 736 ; 1 94 t f and I if f i 
Sawed lun Pesees ; Sane 0, O1S 5 on ‘9 S71 i ’ d 





Total. 






















































































noeneg 


ee 


prbmcetmiibeaiataemede: 


9184 


PRESENT LAW. 


METALS, 





Provided further, That all iron bar 
blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of aiy 
kind, in the manufacture of which char- 
coal is used as fuel, shall be subject to a 
duty of $22 per ton. 

Sheet-iron, common or black, thinner 
than lj inch and not thinner than No, 
20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound. 

Provided, That on all such iron and 
steel sheets or plates aforesaid, except- 
ing on what are known commercially 
as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ 
tin, and hereafter provided for, when 
galvanized or coated with zinc or spel- 
ter, or other metals, or any alloy of 
those metals, three-fourths of one cent 
per pound additional, 


Iron or steel sheets, or plates, or tag- 
gers’ iron coated with tin or lead, or 
witha mixture of which these metals 
is a component part, by the dipping or 
any other process, and commercially 
known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and 
tagyers’ tin, 1 cent per pound; corru- 
gated or crimped sheet-iron or steel, 
1.4 of 1 cent per pound. 

Iron and steel cotton-ties, or hoops 
for baling purposes, not thinner than 
No, 20, wire gauge, 35 per cent. ad va- 
lore m. 

Soiler-tubes, or flues, or stays, of 
wrought-iron or steel, 3 cents per 
pound. 

Other wrought-iron or steel tubes or 
pipes, 2} cents per pound, 

Provided, That iron or steel wire cov- 
ered with cotton, silk, or other material, 
and wire commonly known as crino- 
line, corset, and hat wire, shall pay 4 
cents per pound in addition to the fore- 
going rates: And provided further, That 
no article made from iron or steel 
wire, or of which iron or steel wire is a 
component part of chief value, shall 
pay a less rate of duty than the iron or 
steel wire from which it is made either 
wholly or in part: And provided fur- 
ther, That iron or steel wire cloths, and 
iron or steel wire nettings, made in 
meshes of any form, shall pay a duty 
equal in amount to that imposed on 
iron or steel wire of the same gauge, 
and 2cents per pound in addition there- 
to. There shall be paid on galvanized 
iron or steel wire (except fence wire), 
one-half of 1 cent per pound in addi- 
tion to the rate imposed on the wire of 
which it is made. On iron-wire rope 
and wire strand, 1 cent per pound in ad- 
dition to the rates imposed on the wire 
of which itismade, Onsteel-wire rope 
and wire strand, 2 cents per pound in 
addition to the rates imposed on the 
wire of which it is made. 

All non-dutiable crude minerals, but 
which have been advanced in value or 
condition by refining or grinding, or by 
other process of manufacture, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for. 

Clippings from new copper and all 
composition metal of which copper is a 
component material of chief value not 
specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 8 cents per pound; copper in 
plates, bars, ingots, Chili or other pigs, 
and in other forms, not manufactured, 
or enumerated in this act, 4 cents per 
pound; in rolled plates, called braziers’ 
copper, sheets, rods, pipes, and copper 
bottoms, and all manufactures of cop- 
per or of which copper shall be a com- 
ponentof chief value, not specially enu- 
merated or provided for in this act, 35 
per cent, ad valorem. 

Nickel, in ore, matte, or other crude 
form not ready for consumption in the 
arts, 15 cents per pound on the nickel 
contained therein. 

Nickei, nickel oxide, alloy of any 
kind in which nickel is the element of 
chief value, 15 cents per pound. 

Sheathing, or yellow metal, not 
wholly of copper, nor wholly nor in 
part of iron, ungalvanized, in sheets, 
48 inches long and 14 inches wide, and 
weighing from 14 to 34 ounces per 
square foot, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Manufactures, articles, or wares, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, composed wholly or in part of 
iron, steel, copper, lead.nickel, pewter, 
tin, zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any 
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duty or toa rate of duty based on their 
value, they shall pay a duty of 1 cent 


per pound in addition to the duty, if 


any, on their contents, 
METALS, 


Provided further, That all iron bars, 
bloous, billets, or sizesor shapesof any 
kind, inthe manufacture of which char- 
coal is used as fuel, shall be subject toa 
duty of not less than $20 perton 

Sheet-iron, common or black, thinner 
than | inch and not thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound, 

Provided, That on all such iron and 
steel sheets or plates aforesaid, except- 
ing on what are kuown commercially 
as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ 
tin, when galvanized or coated with 
zinc or spelteror other metals, or any 
alloy of those metals, one-fourth of | 
cent per pound additional when not 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge; thin- 
ner than No, 20 wire gauge and not 











half cent per pound additional, and 
when thinner than 25 wire gauge three- 
fourths of 1 cent per pound additional, 

T on or steel sheets, or plates. or tag- 
gers’ iron, coated witn tin or lead, or 
with a mixture of which these n.etais 
is a component part, by the dipping or 
any other process, and commercially 
knowr as tin-plates, terne-plates, and 
taggers’ tin, Free-list. 


Iron and steel cotton-ties or hoops 
for bailing or other purposes, not thin- 
ner than No. 20, wire gauge. Free-list, 


Boiler-tubes, or other tubes, or flues, 
or stays, of wrought-iron or steel, 1} 
cents per pound, 


Tron and steel wire and iron and sicel 
wire galvanized, and all manufactures 
of iron and steel wire and of iron and 
steel wire galvanized shall pay the du- 
ties now provided by law: Provided 
‘That no such duty shail be in excess of 
60 per cent, ad valorem, 


Clippings from new copper fit only for 


remanufacture, 1 cent per pound. 


Copper, in plates, bars, ingots, Chili 
or other pigs, and in other forms, not 
manufactured, 2 cents per pound; in 
rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, 
sheets, rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, 


30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Nickel, in ore or matte, 10 cents per 
pound on the nickel contained therein. 


Sheathing, or yellow metal, 30 per 


cent. ad valorem. 


Manufactures, articles, or wares, not 
specially enumerated or provided for, 
composed wholly or in part of copper, 


35 per cent. ad valorem; manufactures. 
articles, or wares not specially enumer- 


| 





| shall 


PRESENT LAW. 
other metal, and whether partly or 
wholly manufactured, 45 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Wwoon, 


Timber,squared or sided. not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 
i cent per cubie foot. 

‘awed boards, plank,deals, and other 
lumber of hemlock, white-wood, syca- 


| more, and bass-wood, $1 per 1,000 feet, 


board measure; all other articles of 
sawed lumber, $2 per 1,000 feet, board 
measure, But when lumber of any sort 


; . An | is planed or finished, in addition tothe 
thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, one- | 


rates herein provided, there shall be 
levied and paid for each side so planed 
or finished 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board 
measure, And if planed on one side and 
tongued and grooved, $1 per 1,000 feet 
lx ard measure. And if planed on two 
sides and tongued and grooved, $1.50 
per 1,000 feet, board measure. 


SUGAR, 

All other confectionery, not specially 
enumerated or provided forin this act, 
made wholly or in part of sugar, and 
on sugars after being refined, when 
tinctured, colored, or in any way adul- 
terated, valued at 30 cents per pound 
or less, 10 cents per pound. 

Confectionery valued above 30 cents 
per pound, or when sold by the box, 
package, or otherwise than by the 
pound, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

PROVISIONS, 

Rice, cleaned, 2} cents per pound; un- 

cleaned, 1} cents per pound. 


Paddy, lj cents per pound. 
Beefand pork, ham ana bacon 
COTTON MANUFACTURES. 

All manufactures of cotton, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, and corsets, of whatever ma- 
terial composed, 35 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE. 

Sunn, sisal-grass, and other vegeta- 
ble substances, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, $15 per 
ton. 

Brown and bleached linens, ducks, 
canvas, pad¢ings, cot bottoms, diapers, 
erash, huckabacks, handkerchiefs, 
Jlawns,and other manufactures of flax, 
jute or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or 
hemp shall be the component material 
ofchief value, notspecially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. 


ad valorem. 
. 


Flax, hemp, and jate yarns, 35 per 
cent, ad valorem. 


Burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in 
width, of flax, jute, or hemp, orof which 
flax, jute,or hemp,or either of them, 
be the component material of 
chief value (exceptsuchas may be suit- 
able for bagging for cotton), 30 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

Bags and bagging, and like manu- 
factures, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act (except bagging 
for cotton), composed wholly orin part 
of flax, hemp, jute, gunny cloth, gunny 
bags, or other material, 40 per cent. ad 
valorem, 


Jagging for cotton,or other manufact- 
ures, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, suitable to the uses 
for which cotton bagging is applied, 
composed in whole or in part of hemp, 
jute, jute butts, flax, gunny bags, gunny 
cloth, or other material, and valued at 
7 cents or less per square yard, 1} cents 
per pound; valued ai over 7 cents per 
square yard, 2 cents per pound. 

Grass-cloth, and other manufactures 
of jute, ramie, China, and sisal grass, 
not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 
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H. R. 9051, 


ated or provided for, composed of 
iron, steel, lead, nickel, pewter, tin, 
zine, gold, silver, platinum, or any 
other metal. or of which any of the 
foregoing metals may be the compo- 
nent material of chief value,and wheth- 
er partly or wholly manufactured, 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Machinery designed for the conver- 
sion of jute or jute butts into cotton 
bagging, to wit, cards, roving frames, 
winding frames, and softeners. Free- 
list. 

Woop. 


Timber, squared or sided. Free-list, 

Sawed boards, planks, deals,and all 
other articles of sawed lumber, Free- 
list. 


SUGAR, 
All other confectionery,40 per cent, ad 
valorem. 


PROVISIONS, 

Rice, cleaned, 2 cents per pound; un- 
cleaned, or rice free of the outer hull, 
and still having the inner cuticle on, 
1} cents per pound. 

Paddy, or rice having the outer hull 
on, 1 eent per pound. 

Meat, game, and poultry, free. 


COTTON MANUFACTURES. 


On all cotton cloth, 40 per cent, ad 
valorem, 


FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE. 


Sunn, sisal-grass, and other vegeta- 
ble fibers, Free-list, 


Brown and bleached linens, ducks, 
canvas, paddings, cot bottoms, diapers, 
crash, huckabacks, handkerchiefs, 
lawns, or other manufactures of flax, 
jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or 
hemp shall ne the component material 
ofchief value, noi specially enumerated 
or provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem : 
Provided, That cuffs, collars, shirts, and 
other manufactures of wearing apparel, 
made in whole or in part of linen, and 
not otherwise provided for, and hy- 
draulic hose, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Flax,bemp,and jute yarns, and all 
twines of hemp, jute, jute butts, sunn, 
sisal-grass, ramie, and China grass, 15 
per cent. ad valorem, 

Burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in 
width, of flax, jute, or hemp, or of 
which flax, jute, or hemp, or either of 
them, shall be the component material 
of chief value. Free-list. 


tags of jute for grain. Free-list. *° 


Bags and bagging, and like manufact- 
ures, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for, including bagging for cot- 
ton, com posed wholly or in part of flax, 
hemp, jute, gunny cloth, gunny bags, 
or other material, three-eighths cent 
per pound, 


Grass-cloth, and other manufactures 
of jute, ramie, China, and sisal grass, 
not specially enumerated or provided 
for, 25 per cent.ad valorem: Provided, 











CONGRESS 


1888. 





PRESENT 





LAW. 


rhatasto jute, jute butts, su 
grass, and manufactures t! 


burlaps, not exceedi: 
width, this act shall take 
1, 1889; and as to flax 


ind other like substi 
nd the manufact 3 


WOOL AND WOOLENS, woo AND We 


Carpets and carpetings of wool, flax All other< arpetsand< 
or cotton, or parts of either or other , bockings, 
material not otherwise herein specified, hassocks, be 
40 per cent. ad valorem; and mats, ton, or ps arts of cith 
rugs, screens, covers, hassocks, bed- 40 per cent. ad val 
sides, and other portions of carpets or 
carpetings, shall be subjected to the 
rate of duty herein imposed on carpe ts 
or carpeting of like character or de- 
scription; and the duty on all other 
mats not exclusively of vegetable ma- 
terial, screens, hassocks, and rugs, sha]! 
be 40 per cent. ad valorem 





PAPER. PAPER. 
Paper boxes, and all other fancy Paper boxes, and all 
boxes, 35 per cent. ad valorem. boxes, not otherwise provided 


per cent, ad valorem, 


Paper-hangings and paper for screens Paper-hangingsand paper for screens 
or fire- boards, paper antiquarian, or fire- boards, surface-coated paper 
demy, drawing, elephant, foolscap,im- and ail manufactures of which surf. 
perial, letter, note, and all other paper coated paper is a component material 
not specially enumerated or provided not otherwise provided for, and card- 


on 


for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. board, paper antiquarian, demy, draw- 
ing, elephant, foolscap, imperial, 
note, and all other paper not specially 
enumerated or provided for, 25 percent. 


ad valorem. 


UNDRIES. SUNDEI 
Bonnets, hats, and hoods for men, Bonnets, hats, and hoods 


women, and children, composed of women, and children, 


chip, grass, palm-leaf, willow, orstraw, hair, w hal ebone, orany veg 
or any other vegetable substance, hair, terial, and not specially enumerated or 
ad valorem. 


whalebone, or other material, not spe- provided for, 30 per cent 
cially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medic- Bulbs and bulbous ros 
inal, and not specially enumerated or inal. Free-list. 
provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Fans of all kinds, except common Fans of all kinds, except 


paim-lcaf fans, of whaterer material fans, of whatever material composed 


Ahh" Ab eee feb ee 
composed, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 30 per cent. ad valoren 
Feathers of all kinds, crude or not Feathers of all od 


or 


dressed, colored, or manufactured, 25 dressed, colored, or manufactured 


per cent. ad valorem; when dressed, Free-list. 


colored, or manufactured, including Feathers of all kinds, when dressed, 
dressed and finished birds, for milli- colored, or manufactured, 
nery ornaments, andartificialandorna- dressed and finished birds and artificial 
mental feathers and flowers, or parts and ornamental feathers and flowers, 
thereof, of whatever material com- or parts thereof, of whatever material 
posed, for millinery use, not specially composed, not specially enumerated 
enumerated or provide for in thisact, or provided for, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Gloves, kid or leather, of all descrip- Gloves, of alldescriptions, wholly « 


tions, wholly or partially manufact- partially manufactured, 
ured, 50 per cent. ad valorem, ad valorem: Provided, 


made of silk taffeta shall be t 


per cent. ad valorem. 


Gutta-percha, manufactured, and all Gutta-percha, manufactured, and all 


articles of, not specially enumerated articles of hard rubber 


or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. enumerated or provided for, 


ad valorem. cent. ad valorem. 


Hair, human, bracelets, braids, Bracelets, braids, chains, rings, 
chains, rings, curls, and ringlets,com- and ringlets composed of 
posed of hair, or of which hair is the which hair is the component material 
component material of chief value, 35 of chief value, and all manufactures of 
ad valorem. 


per cent ad valorem. human hair, 35 per cent 


APPENDIX G.—Comparison of rates of duty proposed by H. R. 9051 + 


Articles. 


Blacking of all kinds... thas 
Brass, and manufac tures ‘of: 
Manufactures of, not specially enumerated or provided for 


Bidet a ttatnesta soavss seedlinticesns andesite sh dialing etal sia 
Brooms of all kinds.. Eeicniiasdskigiitiensiavid section 
I do catch carccdanvedcece boever'vscevecenssatoctaccscoes 


Carriages and parts of, not specially enume srated or prov ided for. 


Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines, not elsewhere specified 
Acids— 
Acetic, acetous, or pyroligenous acid — 
Specific gravity exceeding 1.047 


Boracic— 
SINGIN occcccsnsdtiiscbhinebabebessiees cences 
Se concteemmbdennel 





Tannic and tannin. 
Alumina, alum, patent alum, alum substitute, su! Iphate of a 
erystals or ground. 
Antimony, as regulus or meta..... 
Bark for tanning, extracts of: Hemloc 


SIX—575 
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ats, rugs 





ad valorem 








Secretary of the Treas 


composed 
etable ma- 


¢ | regulations as the Secretary of t! 


including 











Curled hair, except 3 
s « css 
et t terials . 
laces, tr rs < = Ww 
ects and I 1 i mak 
o t hats 8, and ~ 
‘ lof stra‘ gra 
le i v, ha 
other substance « 
< ye | } 
this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem 
Ilemp seed and rape seed, and « 
oil seeds of like er t 
linseed or flaxse ‘ art 
ent per pounce 
Garden secds, except seed of 
sugar beet, 20 ne e! al 
Marble of all kinds, in block, 1 
or squared, 65 cents per cu i 
veined marble, sawed, dres#ed, or 
erwise, including marble slabs 
marble paving tiles, $ 
foot. 
Rags, of whatever hater 
posed, and not special e imerated 
or provided for in this 0 per cent 


Rattans id reeds, manufactured 
but not made up into completed art 





| cles, 10 per cent. ad valorem 


Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or othe: 
packages, 12 cents per 100 pounds; in 
bulk, 8 cents per 100 pouns is: Provide 
That exporters of meats, whethe 
packed or smoked, which have bee 
cured in the United States, with 
ported salt, shall, upon satisfactory 
proof, under such regulations as the 
y shall pre- 
scribe, thatsuch meats have been cured 
with imported salt, have refunded to 
them from the Treasury the dutics 











| paid on the salt so used in curing such 
| exported meats, in amounts not as 


than $100: And pr rther, That 
imported salt in b ay be used in 
curing fish taken ssels licensed 








to engage in the fi ies. and in cur- 
ing fish on the shores of the navigab 
waters of the United States, under sux 


Treasury shall prescribe; and upon 
proof that the sait has been used for 
either of the pur; 








ses stated in t 


proviso, the duties on the same shal! 
be remitted. 
Stones ,unmanufactured or undressed 


freestone, granite, sandstone, and 
building or monumental st 
marble, not speci: 
provide od for in this act, 
upon stones as above 
or polished, 20 per c ent oa: valore m 

Strings: All strings of catgut, ora 





ne, except 


rated r 








other like material, other than strings 
| for musical instruments, 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Watches, watch-cases, watch-move 
ments, parts of watches, and watc! ‘ 
terials, not specially « rated o1 - 
vided for i s act, 25 pt ent I 
valorem 

Webbing, composed of cotton, flax 


or any other materials, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this t 
35 per cent. ad valorem. 


ites of duty on same artic’es ith t € 
| 

Present 
} 
' 
| 

25 per cent 

svsceseveneseue -eee| 45 per cent. 


25 per cent 
20 per cent 
5) per cent 


1 ‘ 
iV cls. per pound 


4 cts. per pound 
5 cts. per pound 


$i per pound 


, aluminous cake,and alum in = jf; ct. per pound 


10 per cent 


beenneeegrereesens seserers ..| 20 per cent 













barrels, o1 





ited States 





whether sep 


rials not specially enumerated 


vided for in act, 2 per 


composed of cottor 


15 cts. per pound 
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l by HH. R. 


th pre ntrale 





















































rbonate of, or saleratus, calcined or pearl-ash...... li 
Carbonate of, or fused 20 
Caustic eorevsoccceceeees eceseses 
CRRA TRS Ob ccc cc cccccer csc ccvces sccceces cccscce coscesoseces ,« 
Chromate and bichromate of. sem compeieieels 
Crude . ° -U 

; N ate of, or saltpeter- 
Cruce I< 
Refined l 
; I - te ol 

i a . . 

Yellow 

phi of 20 

. ’ 
Bicarbonate of, or supercarbonate of j 
iifydrate or causti os l< 
Sal, or soda crystals onies pdevesencesctesesobesebeeccncenposios 20 se0seese a « 
ee E.R I ans sar co sctanbeten ctabsnccnenneces tneseuianveonnesetimcsenes 
Iphate of 
Giauber salts : ? on + r seueanet . pace ietamivandees sesubiansiebiannebantineeetammnntnites 20 
Salt-cake, crude or refined, or niter-cake, crude OF TefiMed...........65...ccescrsee senrenseesecressscenecreree ens 
Sulphur 
Kefined, in rolls.... bess nn oonegepradnn igisinenbtbentsen cennmmen tnuenitenenniinliagpeaaapecnreieliatnplanetenn peeseparneesanscats $1 
Sublimed, or flowers of. saat ia alae til ei Real $2 
Barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs and bulbous roots and excrescences such ¢ ast nut- gal ls, | 10 





fruits, lowers, dried fibers, grains, gums and gum resins, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, 

and stems, spices, vegetables,seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds),and seeds of morbid growth 

weeds, woods used expressly for dyeing,and dried insects,any of the foregoing which are not 

edible, but which have been advanced in value or condition by refining or grinding, or by other 

ess of manufacture. 

nal 

conserves, decoctions, extra solid or fluid; 
lozenges, mixtures, ointments, pills, plasters, powders, 
vinegars, and waters, of any which alcohol is not a component part. 

parations, proprietary, to wit: 

Al) pills, powders, troches, or lozenges, sirups, cordials, bitters, anodynes, tonie 

ointments, pastes, drops, waters spirits, oils, 


nuts, roots 





proc 
tions medici 


Cerates, 





ts, infusions, 


resins, 


emulsions, liniments, 


sirups, 


juices, 





oleo-resins, suppositories, 


P: 
s,plasters,liniments, 5 


or preparations or compositi 


ives, 





SE essences, ons 



































{ Valued at over 25 and not exceeding 40 cents per ‘pounc 1. 

















Valued at over $1 per pound............. 
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‘ NO. .ccccoscccccccnsesccscccsccsccccosesseeseeeesssecsssesseeesegeseeeeseres socce se seceeeses cnensenensers sovecete ee sesessccsnaseecneseeosooeeess ts. per pound 
etined ts. per pound, 
or tar, all prepa ons of 1 colors or dyes, not e¢ y enumerated or provided for r cent 
Copper, sul; of, or | VERT EOS 0c ccccorn ssscverevasneseisnscennescncessvesenertecccnssuescpetbinyes 3. per pound 
Crysili a I ecp i » aly )per cent 
G ‘ ne 
( I vyn,or yellow, of spe rravity of 1.2 s at a temper re of €0° I heit, not | 2¢ per pound......... 
purified by refining or tillin 
BR cess ovv0ce covcseesccssnvocccccccscssnconvsccocennessosenesssoseeponesaveecesonsestoncessonnasoneeuses 5 « per pound 
Indigo 
I ta lic alicia tte need ae } cand 
PUREPACE OF 20... ..0e cevesenevcccesoessceeseerences teneeeesersesoessevessoness ’ 
Todine pobednnensecucseosuecsbenecsoces Sc ewene e500? senses epencesouess , per pound., 
Jron, sulphate of, « co} ; . secces ‘ per pour 1 
Lead, acetate of 
rown $ ets 
WW BRIGE......... -cecevccccscccscorccscrscescee oncccnss onsen es saneeseess coseseeesenssosvosoeeseonnenpsesseasoueess coscueeeeessoorosensessesenseeseses see, 6 CS. per pound. 
ey sw: ulimhcemmneneseidicts eiemediaiisnalsiaialasbaabiniiaunensihe auatulanaeietinitiagaalianidinmis iil axianaiidtiatdstdiaal osccerpennsens 3 cts. per pound ,........ 
Licoric 
Paste or rolls ponereverten ocesgtecsceserccscostoubeoannecerceseccesesevesscosanocones tee see consne semssooeoeosnepoooosssotessnss cts. per pound .. 
Logwood and other dye-woods, extracts, and decoctions mepanenie pacsiasnuonctanastigntd 10 per cent .......0+6 pecsees 
§ M enuesin 
Calcined ose Seeeesenobesaeensesoconsenh ccnuscousedudinestoewecncoemecconnsussansatennnnneusintonssonsembeseamianatans stile linia 10 ets. per pound ... 
Carbonate of, —— tines . 5 cts. per pound. 
Sulphate of, or Epsom Balt ..........--ccccscrssecssccssssesssevescesccecscsccesesorsrsscnssscseeses scenes L et. per pound 
Mine at waken _ all imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral waters. 0 per cent............. 
Morphia, or morphir Seek, ne IEE i. oni cnn csi etaniphereiemiiimadioliaemmaniagiih sindetawe $l per Ounce ............. 
O7 
rude, containing 9 per cent. and over of morphia se soupuseninnteapeegagvenenns $1 per pound. 
sphorus. ' . pecnccseneyecuns dts -aetieungeenes cactus pacbithieesetennes 10 cts. per pound 


cts, per pound....... 


per cent 
do. 


ts. per pound.. 


do. 


per cent......... 


t. per pound 
t. x " 








$s. per pound...... ai 


)ets, per pound. 
s, per pound.. 


per cent.. 


ets. per pound. 


t. per pound 
t. per pound 
t. per pound... 


pe 
7 
uo. 


)per ton...... 


per ton 
per ¢ ent. 


per cent 














PGB ceccccceccecee 











recommended to the public as pro} riet: iry articles, or prepared according to some private for- 
mula, as remedies or specifics for any disease or diseases or affections whatever, affecting the hu- 
; inan or animal body (except cosmetics and toilet preparations). 
iy Chicory root, ground or unground, burnt OF PFEPALE.........ccccccecsesserecovese ‘ 2 ets. per pound.. 
Li Clay or earths: 
China clay, OF Ka ODIN........0.....0seceseseccscecssseceess sey octhnivedesh:. AotimagaaiaiinGaainasewesnetness dive $3 per ton 
Unwrought or manufactured, not ‘specially enumerat sd or provided for.. pod sochiibaseunsesosnesanasenbebiie l per ton 
Cocoa, prepared or manufactured ovevcescescce eves e “ per I 
Coffee substitutes, namely: 
Acorns and dandelion root, raw or prepared, and all other articles used or inter used as | 2 ts per pound 
coffee, or as substitutes therefor, not spe ly enumerated or provided f 
Copper and manufactures of: ' 
Ores, fine copper contained therein Jotennvne ats ts, per pound 
Regulus of, and black or coarse copper and copper cement, fine copper cont rein 3} cts, per poun 
Old, fit only for remanufacture..... cts, per pound... 
( lippings from new copper = Pe spapiianisawe bodied Tee do.... 
Plates, not rolled; bars, ingots, ¢ hil i or other pig, and in other forms not manufactured or enumel { cts. per pound.. 
ated 
Plates, rolled, called braziers’ copper, sheets, rods, pipes, and copper bottoms ......... > per cent......... 
Sheathing, or yellow metal, not wholly of copper, nor wholly nor in part of tron, ung: ized 
heets 48 inches long and 14 inches wide, and wei — g¢ from 14 to 34 ounces per squar t. 
Manufactures, articles, or wares not specially enu ated or provided for, composed wholly orin | 454 cent 
part of copper, whether partly or wholly manufactured. 
j Cotton, 1 actures of: 
i Chre 
{ rhread, yarn, wraps, or wrap-yarns, whether le or ad 
f by twisting two or more single yarns toge whethe: 
i cops, or in any other form— 
J Valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound...............:.c0eseesee sevens 10 cents per pound 


ents per pound.. 


Valued at over 40 and not exceeding 50 cents per pound 20 cts. per so gt 
i Valued at over 50 and not exceedi: 1g 60 cents pe r pound... pocsienelt . 25 cts. per pound.. - 
i Valued at over 60 and not exceeding 70 cents I NE tiie sicsenb nes 33 ots. per pound.. 
; Valued at over 70 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound 38 cts. per pound..... 
; Valued at over 80 cents and not sanssetatesttiae Sn II Sockets bas Gal apical adaaiees inked 48 cts. per pound.,....... ve 
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BE EO .coccccccececce covcce 100 
d 100 
de 100 
ac 100 
do, 100 
lick cidbinniane 100 

> cts. per pound {0 





PPO. .ccssecszsescesesese 100 
BO nc cereccesoscesesare 100 
do... 100 

..do.. 100 

2 ets. per pound a 50 

cts. per pound... 50 


2 cts. per pound ... 33 











5 ets. per pound ... 33 A 
RO Rsstamesmesn ; 100 
| 
7 ets. per pound ...| 30 
3 ets. per pound. 40 
et. per pound... 50 
ree ss ‘ 100 
50 ets. per ounce 50 
ree 100 
do 100 
$ ct. per pound. 50 : 
Free.... 100 
do.. 100 
.do.. } 100 
21 ots. per pound. | 17 
Free., 10 
nieidllittiaidatichencd 100 
1 ct pound. 33 
= | Cs 
7 cts. per pound...| 30 
3 cts. per pound...| 40 
PFC .eccccecee ersenpssees 100 
j 
} ct. per pound.....| 50 
; ct. per pound.....| 50 . 
+ ct. per pound.....| 50 i 
; et. per pound.....} 50 ; 
ND inconeuneinetenetone | 100 
Si iincbinasieepinetieni 100 


Fre pabewes ioe 100 
12 per eo 10 





Free 100 
| 

per cent.......... 29 

) per cent. ,........ 40 
j 

Free. 100 

Sl and $2 per ton 3 


’ 
~GO..6.. 











rree eee terre 100 
..do.. 100 
do | 100 

j per pound... 67 

per pound 50 

30 per cent........ i4 
ao, ° «| id 

» per cent ai -- 









































Earthen, stone, 











: Bricks and tiles 
Brick, other than fire-br 
Tiles, encaustic 
Tiles, glazed or enameled ois ‘ pe ent 
Brown earthenware, common stor vare, was retorts, and ‘ i r mer i ’ ‘ 
China, porcelain, parian, and bisque ware, plain white, and t ed or l 
manner 
China, porcelain, parian, or bisqu earthen, ston ind ne } , « 
ments, charms, vases, and statuettes, painted, print ierwise ds l or 
mented in i ia pr. 
: All other « stone ind wckery ware, white 
eral substances, not specially enumerated or prov i 
Fancy articles: 
Beads and | 1 ornaments of all kinds, except a 


Canes and sticks for waikir 
Finished sane . . ent 
Unfinished 









Dolls and toys . { 
Fans of all kinds, ommon palm-leaf fans, of what Ls ul pose { 
os lsewhere spec d 

ed, or manufacture 


nentai, : 3 ts 
ite lor pr ) 


et preparations 








tever, not elsewhere spé 
s F) grasses and vegetal Ss 
\ nanufa red— 
I ia 
Hackled, kn 3 ‘dressed ling t t 
Not hackled or ed 
sSlraw 
Tow of 
Ilemp 4 ' t 
Hemp,tow of 
Manila and other lik 1 tes for hemp, 
SSUMMN... 00000 Prececesese . ee 


Jute. 

Jute | 

Sisal peaeh : 

Other vegetable substance not specially enumerat ‘ 
Manufactures 






























Thread, twine, and pack thread, flax or , 
y ne 
Flax .. 
China Ss 
tute 
Lagging for cotton, or other ul ‘ i 
the uses for which cotton gg i pos iy 
butts, fax, gunny bags, gunny cloth, or other materia t 8 OI 
Bags and ba ing and like manufa res, not sp i } 
bagging f »tton), composed wholly or in part of a g ny clo 
or other material. 
Brow bleached li: 8, s, padd sd 
handkerchiefs, and lawns, « or hem} wh x 
component material of chief value. 
Burlaps of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jut 
ponent material of ef value (except such as : 
Not exceeding hes in width 
Exceeding 60 i n width 
Grass-cloth and otl mnufactures of jute, ran 





ated or prov ided for. 
Oil-cloth foundations or floor-cloth canvas n of 
hemp, either of them, shall be the « p nt t 
Oil-cloths for floors, stamped lor ] ted 


and water-proof cloth, not otherwis« 


Sail duck or canvas for sai 
Sheetings, Russia and other, of flax or hemp. |! 


sags of jute for grain. 
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1 APPENDIX G Comparison of rates of duty proposed by H. R. 9051 with present rates of duty, etc. 
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Present rates of duty. 
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i Per ct. 
Fruits, including nuts, not elsewhere specified } 
Currants, Zante or other ’ 100 
Dates occ cenerse e 100 
Figs Si eal ieie oa hiaa itn Sati 100 
SIN ssiccunttesconiisindseateddidiassdrte seintinenes svencipineet satnbonamsedbiessieibtenasintesiitaes)4tesdginenebabent exeuvashenelimadaealan oanitainneiaanental keh eee sate ‘hi cts. per pound. 25 
Nuts i | 
Peanuts or ground beans- | 
Not shelled......... a hens ce aupuawnibesOhbeenieal onuiinaanen ~eenaediemes .-| 1 ct. per pound.............. | £ct. per pound..... 25 
Shelled.......+...00. saduheeh jail rsivenn ..| 1 ets. per pound... ..| Let. per pound... 33 
Glasswaro- | 
Articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, stained, silvered, or gilded (not in- | 45 per cent.. sseveeeee, 40 per cent we sa 1) 
cluding plate-glass, silvered or looking-glass plate), porcelain and Bohemian glass, chemical | | 
glassware, painted glassware, and stained glass. | | 
Cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, unpolished— | 
i Above 10 by 15 inches and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches... | 1g cts. per pound.................{ 14 ets. per pound..| 14 
{ Above 16 by : 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches 24 cts. per pound..... ..| 2ets, per pound...} 15 
f All above 24 by 30 inches.............sssse0ssesecsessees costesani 2; cts. per pound.... | 24 cts. per pound..| 2 
German looking-giass plates of blown BIRGER, c00c00000000 Same as cylinder...... i nsdainesaincnaeninns } 100 
Cylinder and crown glass, polished, unsilvere d— | i | 
All above 24 by 60 imche............0s0cessseesrereeseeseess es 40 cts, per sq. foot............0 30 cts per sq. foot..| 25 
' Plate-glass, cast, polished, silvered, or looking- glass plate s | | | 
{ Above 24 by 30 inches and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches .... | 35 cts. per sq. foot............. .| 25 cts. per sq. foot.. 29 
FE OS Be Or Gr NG cree ccc ce cckisicttnirasdnevetesenesscnscsesecsnese aa 60 cts. per sq. foot..........0- 45 cts. per sq. foot.. 38 
| All other manufactures of glass, « or of which glass shs all be the e component ‘material ‘of c chief “value, 1 45 per Cent ........cssecsecses | 40 percent........... | ll 
not specially enumerated or provided for. | | 
Glass plates or disks for spectacles ............ccccrcessssesrsersscsseseneeses sesers sscsesnesoneees iecvbdeisite pninccnitinetsapstoabinn FAs REA Dpctecisicocdensscasses ORR accel 100 
Gold and silver, manufactures of: 
Gold and silver, manufactures of, not specially enumerated or provided for ......... eiinconjeabioniiaaaiadl MEI sila nicansiccinatcashecudl ME Ben ct tutes ca ll 
Grease, not elsewhere specified: All other grease, not especially enumerated or prov lee 16 cis. cacoee | 10 per cent. ekencitpiousenagil WIE detsicisniniones a 100 
Gunpowder and all explosive substances: | j 
I BI. sc sin spenannniniaeeiese ppbainnattmnebionveenie fatbuiipcanicknsowis Chdeniabstniebhas osensstienenetetionsbheintisnevasscepeimatiill eg ere 80 per cent........... } 23 
Gun-wads of all descriptions. ..............cccce.cceerceceecesens ee 25 per cent........... 29 
Hair, not elsewhere specified, and manufactures of: | 
Curled hair, except of hogs, used for beds or mattresses pubdistnaahines phy stubaieeanacs coteubeieietaveeses one BD POE CRIS .nnccccscccscccrcsnccenens TBF ee dkattees trecenveses | 100 
Human hair 
Raw, unclean, and not drawn....... er edeiniasnadet bovvesistoneoinn sisaete icpuensih sanlactienie pnoveonocuanstsenbiwrh 20 per cent................. abil etalk dink tomate } 100 
( ean or drawn, but not n vanufactured., menees ssickainernendwvettbieebantniaeatnenaueke genebunenegienss webesvens | 30 per cent 20 per cent 33 
{ IIIT o-oo ieee rac eciabbometeeib Wes eeeepeinndiie kuviecd pissin imismimaneteMennesinte ennaandbuekianeiiacaal | 35 per cent,. ..| 25 per cent... | 29 
/ jracelets, braids, chains, rings, “curls, ringlets com pose: d of hair, or of which hair is the component } senbenaed SER eS Wiis toecssacaes 29 
material of chief value. | | | 
; Tatters’ plush, composed of silk, or of silk and cotton | 255 DOP CBM oncececee sce cesesenvessccns] SO PON CMMI: csrsssccee! 40 
: fat bodies of cotton....... i aah tential lai eater etlnntialibliianin -. seseseeee| OO POP Cent : 30 per cent } 41 
India rubber and gutta-percha, manufactures of: ! | 
Gutta-percha, ms wnufac tured, and all articles of, not specially enumerated or provided for...................| 35 per C@Mb........ccccceeeeeereeee| BO per Cent.........05| 14 
Inks of all kinds, "and ink powders ° adercsondenopenss tevengoanvinosessese duo vesectoupebnees 7 dele songs. tae BO PET CONF....ccccrcresseercceeeseeee) 20 POP CONE... 200000] 33 
iron and steel, and manufactures of; | ; 
Iron ores— | 
Chromate of iron, or chromic ore...... in pikeicantegpenehesagkoneliviniiaaadmmmanatie via’ separa crseboutieaneoniick uence III teh dase ttinlerenate Free.. whoserecoal 100 
Tron, in pigs and kentledge..............cccccsseeeereseeeees einen si cn ienotienaianiaaaamenmitaitnaaat scinsidlgasiaemanile $6, Fe A DE iiit covesegiecmnovsvenvie | $6 per boar... pene | il 
Bar-iron— } 
Bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any kind in the manufacture of which charcoal is used | $22 per ton..................... al $20 per ton........... 10 
as fuel. 
Bars or shapes of rolled iron, not specially enumerated or provided for, and round iron in coils | 1,4 cts. per pound............... 1 ct. per pound..... 
or rods, less than y% of 1 inch in diameter. | 
Rolled or hammered, comprising— j | 
Flats not less than 1 inch wide nor less than j of 1 inch thick. .| ye ct. per pound...........0+ ..| yy et. per pound...! 13 
Flats less than linch wide or less than j of l inch thick; round iron less than #ofl ine h and not. | 17, cts, per pound.............6 | 1 et. per pound.....| 9 
jess than y of 1 inch in diameter; and square iron less than ¢ of 1 inch square. } i | 
Bars or rails for railways— | | 
Pind Te, es inher ddecrccsitecrstmiisestiabibndbrtoncenssensninns einhaveeosenes salguliigitddndosnh cockiebhsabane ses wel TERE Utica <seeesbiendaneaced $15 per ton............ i 16 
Tee rails, weighing not over 25 pounds to the yard, stecl................ccceeseccesenereeesseeeres basectvanvenepasectset EEN MIO Mellecsasscussstimnbubened | $14 per ton............ ! 31 
; Other railway bars, weighing more than 25 pounds to the yard— } | 
: BIBER s:ous svedisiavsvacpacrpegdseerbesnecsee ehugkaianinle Or eeeecesvecees C0000 cov secneeceeees secces ceeeeseeeeesess sesscosescceses veeees essences coors | $15, 68 per i Risninsc scctrepsonevecte 30 
Steel, or in | pa aaa actin Ecreretas anche ehmmetabed ican RUA AR dade Pia a dat eek hacen DT I I ian ccnccenapsionivannesh 35 
Beams, girde rs, joists,angles, ‘channels, car- “truck “channels, TT columns and posts, or parts orsec- | 4 cts. per pound..............000 51 
: tions of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, and building forms, together with all structural 
; shapes of iron or steel. | 
tars, billets, blooms, blanks, ingots, ete., of steel— | 
Ingots, clogged ingots, blooms, or blanks, for railway wheels and tires, without regard to the | 2 cts. per pound..............00+ | 14 cts. per pound..| 5) 
degree of manufacture. | 
i Cotton-ties, .r hoops for baling purposes, of iron and steel, not thinner than No, 20, wire gauge...... FB I QD csi cscnto ts cecsesesessces Die cchsaine tndtnwages 100 
: Hoop, band, scroll, or other iron, 8 inches or less in width— | 
! i hinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20, wire gauge........ : 1% cts. per pound............... | 14, ets. per pound. 9 
: Tinbeemer Cheek Bee. Bis WIS MO isee ce ce0ss009s00000scnsncassesesecesteseceecees - 14 cts. per pound............... 1¥, cts. per pound. 7 
Sheets, plates, and taggers’ iron— 
Sheet-iron, common or black— i 
Thinner than *1} inches and not thinner than No. 20, wire gauge | 1dy cts. per pound ............006 j2 ct. per pound..... 9 
Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 25, wire gauge........ wee| Ly cts. per pound.,, oad | ys cts. per pound 9 
Thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No, 29, wire @auge.............ccccccececcreceescsectereeceeeeenvess | 1,54 cts. per pound ...........06: | 1} cts. per pound.. 17 
Sheets and plates pickled or cleaned by acid or by any other material or process, and cold-rolled— 
Sheets— 
Thinner than *1} inches and not thinner than No. 20, wire gauge. | 1Af, ets. per pound., 1,4), cts.per pound. 8 
{ Thinner than No, 20 and not thinner than No. 25, wire gange.. 1a cts. per pound... .-| lys's cts. p. pound., vi 
; Thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No, 29, wire gauge lges cts. per pound | 144% cts. p. pound.. 14 
Sheets or plates of iron or steel (except what are commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and 
taggers’ tin), galvanized or coated with zinc or oe or other ae or any alloy of these metais— 
Thinner than No, 20 and not thinner than No, 25, wire =, pouserepevinneceoconns secoubes eeevevecccoene oy cts, per pound.............. | 199; ete. p. pound.. 18 
Thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 29; wire gauge | cts. per pound.............. | 2 cts, per pound.. ‘ il 
Sheets of iron or steel, cold-rolled, cold-hammered, or polished in any w ay, in addition tothe ordinary | 
process of hot-rolling or hammering— | 
Sheet-iron, common or black— 
Thinner than *1; inch and not thinner than No. 20, wire gauge. enbinnneccespeenseiegoenapeinieaenaisiadeusin 17, ets. per pound plus } ct..| 144 cts. per pound) 7 
. Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. “35, wire —- .| 1g ets. per pound plus } ct.) 14; cts. per pound 7 
Thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 29, wire gauge eosesces cts. per pound plus 3 ct..| 14 cts, per pound.. 14 
Sheets or plates, or taggers’ iron, coated with tin or lead, or with a mixture of which ‘these metals l ct. per pound...... pemaenesiety | Bree.......ceccesesssseess 100 
are & component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially known as tin- | 
plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin, of iron or steel. ” 
rj Wire rods of steel, not elsewhere specified, .........-.c.esvessseesseesseesiseserseseeeceees cescenesesccsee ercccsinecse erascceseeoes 45 per cent.............00essereeees 40 per cent... il 
i Iron or steel, flat, with ribs ......... speubevencenendegnawinindeweatuns ts ct. per pound... ssocseeee] Yo Cb. POF pound .. 33 

















*By H. R. 9051 “thinner than 1 inch.” 
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APPENDIX G Comparison of ratcs fut I sedl H.R. 9 , ‘ ‘ 


Articles, 


— 


Jron and steel and manufactures of—continued 
Wire of iron 
SmaUer than No.5 and not smaller than No. 10, wire gaug 1} ets. 3 | ! 4 - 
Wire of steel ‘ - 
Smaller than No. 10 and not smaller than No. 16, wire gauge ts.} . 
Wire and wire strand, made of iron wire— . 
Galvanized > =~ : 
Smaller than No. 16 and not smaller in No. 26, wire gauge t cts. ]} pound z : 
Smaller than No. 16 and not smaller than No. 26, wire gauge i} cts. per p d a % as 
Smaller than No. 26, wire gauge............ ‘ anes ) cts. per pound fs>., he i 
Galvanized— 7 Sb : 
Smaller than No. 16 and notsmaller than No. 26, wire gauge do 
Manufactures of, not elsewhere specified— 
Axles, parts thereof, axle-bars, axle-blanks, or forgings for axles, without reference to t stage 2} cts. per px I 1} ets. } 
or state of manufacture, of iron or steel. 
Anchors, or parts thereof, mill-irons and mill-cranks, of wrought iron and wrought iron for | 2 cts. per pound 
ships, and forgings of iron and steel for vessels, steam-engines, and locomotives, or parts 
thereof, each weighing 25 pounds or more. 
Anvils. penuseandeceSesantiteheontabetnccsenagnessvensniesecs . do i 25 
Card clothing 
Manufactured from tempered steel wire....... wala 45 cts. per sq. foot 404 
Other... eacbiligeaaniie satdidananentialts ‘ 25 cts. per sq. foot 20 per e¢ 
Castings— 
Onabinom pine of very Gemerigmetis ic. iccsesives snes. cccecsscsecsscccccssvsccccsscscesccccessoveusoecs . ct. per pound et. per} 
Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron and steel 
Not less than } of linch in diameter......... i 1? ets per 
Less than } of 1 inch and not less than j of 1 inch in diamete1 «| 2 cts. per} 
Less than } of 1 inch in diameter 2} ets. per 
Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats of all cuts 3 and kinds 
4 inches in length and under..............0« ed 
Over 4inches in length and under 9 inches......... . : i 
| 9 inches in length and under 14 inches.. tb ae $1.50 per d 
14 inches in length and over......... enenpesion , $2.50 per dozen do 
Hammers and sledges (blacksmith’s track-tools, wedges, and « irs, of iron or stee 2} cts. per pound } cts, per 
Hollow-ware, coated, glazed, or tinned............. 3 cts. per pound 2) cts. per px 
Horse, mule, or ox shoes ain pibincimenshanetore , 2 cts. per ind lj cts. per pou 
Machinery for the manufacture of jute. Raiiciuinntoneetyeuen 45 per cent Free l 
Machinery, not elsewhere apedines.. posctdsbuttndiienevesens re do 40 per cent 
Nails, spikes, tacks, brads, or sprig 
Cut nails and spikes of iron or stee! 
Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs— 
Exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand... s. per I cl 
Horseshoe nails, hob-nails, wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or stec! s,not specially 4 cts. pe ound 2) cts 
enumerated or provided for. 
Spikes of wrought iron or steel. Kisacsicicelteame 2 per l 1} ets. 3 
Needles: 
For knitting or sewing machines sitiilatiisei ; per ce : 
Sewing, darning, knitting, and all other, not spec ially enumerated or provided fo 25 per cent I 
Nuts and washers of wrought-iron or steel........ neeweve coenesen 2 cts. per pound l I pound 
Railway fish-plates or splice-bars, of iron or steel........ 1; cts. per pou er pound 
Rivets, bolts, with or without threads or nuts, bolt blanks, and finished hinges, or hinge-blanks, of cts. per } lj cts. per pound i 
iron and steel. 
Saws and A gener 
Hand, back, and all other saws, not specially enumerated or provided fo 0} ent per cent 
Tubes or flues, or stays, of wrought-iron or steel— 
Boiler tubes, or flues, or stays ...........cccccccccsssesseeesees , Ss. per j i cts. per j 
Other tubes or pipes....... < ; ! i 
Wheels of steel and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly or 
iron or steel locomotive, car, and other railway tires, or parts t! 
ured, 
All other manufactures Of i1OM.,...........ccecenceeseeceesenees vores . d 4 
All other manufactures of steel..............cccccccseeeeeeesees see i ‘ 
Lead, and manufactures of— 
Molten and old refuse lead, run into blocks and bars, and old scrap lead, fit only t em if 2 cts. per pound 1) ets. per 
ured, 
Ore and dross ...........+. shaeaaven Sunil Acuidiinsniieditincslinani salaries iad 1} ets. per poun: 
Pigs and bars. 2 cts. per pour 
Sheets, pipes, and shot....... ‘ mescnnion eceees 3 cls. per poun . 
Manufactures not especially enumerated or provided for ; 40 per cent 40 per cent 
Leather, and manufactures of— 
Gloves, kid or leather, wholly or partially manufactured 0 per ce 40 pe 
Lime: 
ID I i cdinsiinie ctsrenicciinegiaeneren » ‘ a oe > cts. | I Ir 
Liquors, spirituous and ms alt, and wines 
Spirits, distilled— 
Alcohol, containing 94 per cent. anhydrous alcohol........ ‘ ” 
( ‘om pounds or preparations of which distilled spirits are a compone1 t part of chief value,n 
specially enumerated or provided for, containing 50 per cent. anhydrous alcohol. 
Marble and stone, and manufactures of: 
Marble— 
In blocks, rough or squared, of all kinds ..............c000..0008 a 65 ets. per cubic ft { pe 
Veined marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slabs and paving tiles : $1.10 per cu ft j 
All manufactures of, not specially enumerated or provided for.......... sommenes 0) per cent l 
Stone— 
Slate— 
Slates, slate-pencils, slate chimney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other manufactures 0 per cent é t j 
of slate. 
Stones, freestone, granite, sandstone, and all building or ornamental stone, except marble, not 
specially enumerated or provided for— 
Unmanufactured A I iniccheninioscinedeccetecesees eins $i per t 
Grindstones, finished or unfinished.............. eee schaaidieniuitinadintedatinte $1.75 per tor l 
Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions............ ciianiieaiemangeet ; 5 per cent r cent 
Metals, metal compositions, and manufactures ‘of, not elsewhere 2 specified : 
Bronze metal, manufactures of, not elsewhere specified . avi : 4 
Japanned ware of all kinds, not specially enumerated or provi ied for.......... eile : 40 per cen ; f 
Metals, unwrought, not specially enumerated or provided for......... ae ae 20 per cent Free Ly 
Nickel, niekel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the element of chief value’ J s. per pound 10 ete. p ou 
Nickel, manufactures of, not specially enumerated or provided for saa 45 per cent ; Oo per cer 
Pens, metallic = satuadbesenssehenesaestensphansnbiameeinanaaans : 2 cts. per gross ) per cent 








}ets. per dozen > per cent 


» cts. per dozen do 4 




































Pewter, manufactures of, not specially enumerated or prov ided for Sle 15 per cent 1 pe 
Platinum, manufactures of, not specially enumerated or provided for..... dc i 


* ‘Nickel in ore or matte” by H. R. 9051 
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Her 
Olive.. . — ececee ° ° . eevee ~] 
Salad, other than olive..... 
Paints and colors:t 





bar ‘ ijphae of, or baryt 
Manufactured wie : : covces 4 ct. per pound ...........+. + ct. per pound.... 50 
Unmanufactured 10 per cent 8 on ee 100 











Lam pblack . ve vese eeneee aesswopecsensebewnounseseoosessanesoeesess . evceenescocoseenes | 25 per cent pewvbads « 20 per cent .......... 20 
Barytes, artificial sulphate of, or blanc-fixe, or satin white seve cecccccess cvevevececesses ceccsc cesses cocesees I ecccee do oveneneccseccosoese|eticcd « peaiicnone 2) 
ie 
Prussian sctininineabiusdiateiiin actetcndcnedibio ‘ —— ‘ | do dnititilendedatinsididici ania tin } 20 : 
Ultramarine — ie sil | 5 ets. per pound.,............+. .| 3 ets. per pound ...} 49 ; 
who 
Spanish, Indian red,and colcothar, or oxide of iron couseveccevesseeseu Seientpibennnnintiad | 25 per cent ‘i 20 per cent ........ oa 20 
\ dvke. Cassel earth, or Cassel brown . ove eecastves és senpuee eon sees eves ids teailickclabenind | 20 


tharge - : snide — ; — siteiabei ica teliacnicoiin ine ; 3} cts. per pound.... ..| 1} ets. per pound..| 50 
Orange mineral...... poteounscesoncnenshosssunenoeeeeiotnnens gumvanecneqees seeeneueesenentenndves ; eves levescoss a vasteenennsieytaaiond on 50 
Red eccocsensnenssesoesecesencoseucossensocesconesees sunveunnaneedeabestioteeebud ‘ Sidsine ecocengbese ivi 
White, dry or in pulpand ground or mixed in oil $00 cvccen ces ovses coccecvossoccessce ee gue do coves coveeeteeere| 2 CCS, PEF pound. 

Ocher and ochery earths— 

Dry : (dastipaciiasettdiisinvnintagtatin abil CE. OF POU ..ncscerscencrccres:| WOOD ie ceserssvsckscansesil 100 “3 
Oil and moist colors in collapsible tubes ‘ coccessseees pecmndecssogrerssstuepel we 25 per cent ietvine reveses| 20 per cont........ “| 20 

Red } 

WOR css cehenncurscecsaveecerecnnscescccssiovsscemeses ’ a vadiasuminiend waeennnmenennty scomnveiethtnap ines secisbanpacnetes i pe 
Vermilion, quicksilver saitaatenil ° sccapeasuedentnenpiiidinaubnsene , do.. supiveanstieweahing at ee 
Sienna and sienna earths | | . 

Dry a . . vipmntnentiaiee jiseckiies : + ct. per pound oi sneevinlll ME imaidnictidideinodl 100 

alts and frostings cocouene ‘ pieraananmmauannine mee evvctsepttcs| SD RIOR COME nc ccrsceccesecovccoevesees | 20 per cent........... } 20 
Umber and umber earths | | } 

Dry ‘ : . « vencoeees Ginaenesiadatigdimnads | 4 et. per pound Oe 

Water colors, in cakes Or in MOISt PADS .........000c-esees sieeben yeuupetonéveissaginnn sinntes mwaeie Cidiasneists 25 per cent..,......000s.scecees ..| 20 per cent........ 

Zine. oxides of 
Dry = i ets. per pound........... 1 ct. per pound..... 20 
Ground in oil ; éeeon ; on snocebesesadeghibe 1? cts. per pound.. seseeseeee! L$ Cts. per pound.. 4 

All other colors and paints, including lakes, whether dry or mixed, or ground with water or oil, not | 25 per Cent............0.0.seee| 20 per cent........ ae 20 

specially enumerated or provided for. 

Paper and manufactures of: 

Paper 








do 











eo. EE ee ee 

















Printing paper unsized, used for books and newspapers exclusive) y..............c.-ccccesseereecenres 15 per cent..,.,...... 12 per cent 20 
Sized or glued, suitable for printing paper.... eeteoes yecndeneecsennednesbononses escsceevite 20 per cent 15 per cent 25 
Manufactures of | 
Boxes........+++. ensovesteonecvecce : sencecssocecs oe ecceccc se ccvcsesevsoncvescsccensvessesesces coesones . PEL CENL.........cc0sseeeseeeeeeee| ZO percent 2 
Envelopes. Senpeuenaenenevoneenee ccndcegeiinntslitiog . ooscnneremnenatnbnese venenpoatedan per cent............ ecsncengonsed | 20 per cent 20 
Papier-maché, manufactures, articles and wares of ae sitihedieblpedaDisiemenniieins nai tiiiaeaiteah nadia lad PET CONE..........00scecceeese| Zo percent ¥ 
P green peapenss canes suecbome ons 25 per cent deckonten | 125 per cent.. 5 
Philosophical apparatus and instruments..... b sanedies — _— 35 per cent. shopapsceacees ccnuecl GaP pee ae : 2 
: ; Powders, finishing....... bcinmaweiainlend : iahiebiaivadiss poneisegibdisies Saubieeveendeawsbensiel puncte do doewieiiuia we buaia Free Mdialaiivsitieiiie’ 1h 
; ; Provisions ‘ apt e . : 
; Meats, game and poultry, not elsewhere specified, dressed or undressed, but not otherwise prepared..| 10 per cent............... ¢ ‘nianclenetele ib ceabiincblgatinete 1e 


Tallow ; : : ) . * i : ; aunts teduieinttl do sutiidiannttenntebaditenaineliat 10 
Dairy products: } 





Milk, fresh . : NOD cniicapeiepecivictivcnatevutcirdil taps akendans ecesove-t 100 
Egg yelks 20 per cent wiepideuecesassatehekaece elueecases de «| 10 





10 per cent . oo statins 





Rags, not specially enumerated or provided for 











Rice. not elsewhere specified 
Clemmed.. ..cccrvcecccecssseverescorccvee vecces soscseevnssc cesses eoncesseeses cevcce cncesanes 2} cts. per pound seseeeee| 2 Cts. per pound... 11 
Uncleaned paces cnssconcoveees Sones , ei saascensecscoonccasbes _— tos cesses sceets wesost powens 1} cts. per pound ......,.........) 1} ets. per pound. 1 
Paddy pes parecaidetesetscnes quennenneemelbans a scotbuniisitibakwanseitmentiatodiotnentanbiaggplintancniane 1} ets. per pound............... 1 ct. per pound.... 2 


Granulated, or rice meal ° nadesquntncecoqsto ow anaes saequiteiidsts $0 sdebbeee geestenrides BF as ccd isin cessnsingecescese 15 per cent.......... 25 





In bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages. sdilbeitidiaintiidlniacanainhtanitesnsn dutiiibevnintiahiladtbuning ; pedeinibcania 12 cts. per 100 pounds pee 100 
i) | eet beanie ‘ niieehe sdiania inn) dnanetitnsindattiibahah Mad ciaeinpponiuediaieieiay a 8cts. per 100 IbsB..............000. i detikceetn donne 100 
Seeds, not elsewhere specified 
Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal, not specially enumerated or provided for......... ‘ 20 per cent... nite ditageapliiael OAs 100 
Castor beans OF SES ............cesecereeerereses pindgnibiowtndeasia . ‘ etdinee veseeseeeeee DO ets. per bushel. Ys 
Garden seeds, except of the sugar beet.. esaseonsiie 20 per cent....... aot RP arocsccescocsose 10 
RECURS BORG cicsncdunineuttuiascmousadieelian patients a ah carat = ae } et. per pound........ a nkaielt Duacheninimie te ckbansisinsite 100 
Rape seed and other oil seed of like character......... nepiedioore neces upsandaeiwubaemnteneninntdleabideninedadcsas amaeiell do paeRcdncencceece 100 
: Soap : Hard and soft, not especially enumerated or provided for. 20 per cent. Se cidcamhignesstee 1 
{ Starch 
CRD OF PB ncisnth ta vcemncieneseevscttitne 
Rice and all other ‘ eieid ; Batic toad cos unr ea 
Strings of cat-gut, or any other like material, other than strings for musical instr 
; Sugar, molasses, sugar-candy, and confectionery : 
Molasses, testing by the polariscope— 
Not above 56 degrees pucaiahbeehiteamanteebaibisiasinin ‘ntiiciainiaesetianbiiaitidialaiadias snsnmvsianaticbiermnotmaisilin: diuibiusiadeninie veeeseeeee 48, per gallon...............-..| 2.75 ets. per gallon ‘ 
Above 56 degrees ‘ 8 cts. per gallon........06+. 6 cts. per gallon ..,| 























1 ct. per pound. 
do esece seecccee ‘ 


Free, snent aainnteinetadia 1 


2 eta, per pound 





+ eis. per pound 
20 per cent... 
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‘ot above of 























Not above 100 degrees » 
" Above No. 13, and not above No. lt 
Bi ibove No. 16, and not yve No. 20 i 
; Above No. 20...... 
Sugar-candy and confectionery 
Confectionery valued above 30 cents per } nd, or w 5 c] t 
than by the pound 
Contectio ry, all other, not 5] Hs 1 t« s ‘ 
after being refined, when tincture lor ‘ ‘ 1 ted, va i cents 
pound or kk 
Tar and pitch: 
Pitch of coal tar. 
far of coal, crude. spaneee 10} 
far and pitch of wood. sniniee 
Teeothe, MARUI. .....<ccccccsccoccsesccccces ; . ! 
EB: Tin, manufactures of 
All manufactures of, cially enumerated or pr é ) 
Turpentine, spirits Of ............ccscsessosess dimiteounn : 20 cts gat I 


Umbrellas, parasols, shades, and parts of 
Umbrellas, parasols, and shades— 
All other umbrell ieaiiietanain stout A) yt 
Umbrella and parasol ribs, and stretchers, frames, 
when made in 1ole or chief part of iron, steel, or othe 
Ve re tables: 
Beans and pease, n« 
Pease, split an pensctnaradininndclaptutantees 
Other, in their natu state or in salt or brine » . 10 per « 0 
Waste, all not specially enumerated or provided for..... } 








»t for seed soreeeeeceeses 





Wax, and manufactures of, not elsewhere specified : 
Bees’ wax 


Wood, and manufacturers of: 





Bassword and other fiber, not otherwise provided for 10} . 
Brush, for crib-work cttaiaidne ° , , 
Unmannufactured, not specially enumerated or provided f 20 per cent 








Used for spars and in building w 


Hewn and sawed 


Square or ded, not special] 1umerated or p led 
L, 
s,D 3, deals 1 other il 1 of |! i, s 





wood 
Not planed or finished...... sigientiiogabibinias . se 1} M f ‘ 
Planed or finished on one side.... l 

























$ )per M feet “ 
Planed or finished on two sides.. . : ‘ 7) 
Planed on two sides, and tongued and grooved $2.50 per M t 
All other articles of sawed lumber, not elsewhere specified 
Not planed or finished... piagoous perscihe $2 per M feet 
Planed or finished on one side.. — . per M 
Planed or finished on two sides.......................00 : ‘ $3 per M feet 
Planed on one side and tongued and grooved do 
Planed on two sides and tongued and grooved / $3.50 3 M fee 
Clapboards 
Pine ° sea éees geevcedes M 
Spruce hiatilalids Mianihbonceda nice g 
Hubs for wheels, posts, last, wagon, oar, gun, and heading s,and all lik 3 ¢ : 
rough-hewn or sawed only.... pesaenen ove 2 1) 


Laths...........0+. ; siuanesiieasions van rM 
Pickets and palings 
Shingles pane sella — 
Shooks, sugar-box, and packing bexes, 
Staves of all kinds......... 














yinet-ware and house furniture, finished..... per t ) per cent 
Oedar-wood, granadilla, ebony, mahogany, rosewood id satin-wood,r ifa ‘ do 
Osier or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use 7 . ) per cent J 
Osier and willow baskets, and all other articles composed of, not specially « era P 


vided for. 
Rattans and reeds, manufactured, but not made up into pleted articles 10 per cent ! 
All other manufactu 
enumerated or provi 





sof wood, or ¢ 


ded for, 
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: APPENDIX G.—Comparison of rates of duty proposed by H. R.9051 with present rates of duty, ete.—Continued. 
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Articles. Present rates of duty. 





Reduc- 


Rates. 
tate en, 



















































































































| Per ct, : 
Wools, hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals, and manufactures of: i 
Unmanufactured- 
Class 1, clothing wools: That is to say, merino, mestina, metz or metis wools, other wools of | 
merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools of like character with | 
any of the pregeding, including such as have been heretofore usually imported into the United | 
States from Buenos Ayres, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, 
Canada, and elsewhere, and also including all wools not hereinafter described or designated 
in classes 2 and 3 
Value 30 cents or less per pound.... wonbilbedesnn encase sodclsscnesoodeestnes 10 cte. per pound a 100 
Value over 30 cents per pound .............. psiage vivtvsisnecen sesnanninbinds evecenssess 12 cts. per pound | 100 
Washed wool | 
Value (before washing) 30 cents or less per pound 20 cts. per pound 100 
Value (before washing) over 30 cents per pound 24 cts. per pound................ 100 
Scoured woo!- 
7 Value (before scouring) 30 cents or less per pound..........ccceseeeee sonteaectrcustpeosatgedudnnteusdessetancyees 30 cts. per pound................. eM Misteccttthautsere 100 
; Value (before scouring) Over 30 Cents per POUNT ...........cccceceseecereeeeeracencneceneeseeesesseereneeenenens 36 cts. per pound........... SdH sanvinnviabecrese ‘ 100 
} Class 2, combing wools: That is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, and usually known by the 
terms herein used, and also hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals— } 
Value 30 cents or less per POuUNd.. .........-...:csseeceressensnereeeeesesreneenens 10 cts. per pound ew 4] ensnt RD nincabidatan vines 100 
Value over 30 cents per pound.. saebinaieihioninashen 12 cts. per pound........... .....] esos do 100 
Scoured wool, value (before scouring) 30 cents or less per pound.. er eee velo 100 
Class 3, carpet wools, and other similar wools: Such as Donskoi, native South American Cor- 
dova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and including all such wools of like character as have been 
heretofore usually imported into the United States from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and | 
elsewhere | 
Value 12 cents or less per pound....... pisidunedebanstes cumsbirentiont shisiniiibbantianenvoiuighahion coset a Oats IO DINE ss, icstsicieies pee Diiabonscvees ' 100 
VAISS OVOEF LZ COMES HEF POU... 000000 csescevescovsesscesecconcvcccssonsaveosctsnscoes sessesconvesteeseeseesccose vesesteneees secs 5 cts. per pound séowsdeews | det OD by covdensie 100 
Scoured wool 
Value (before scouring) 12 cents or less per pOuNnd., ,...........ccecececeeesesces sennes ceseeeseeeseres ie Oi: OD I a iii cecsicckc cd ences ieiedbdssinenacs 100 
Value (before scouring) over 12 cents per pound we puasbuntibenaisidibeia 15 cts. per pound sis ctiiieigatioeas Wdeseivbosctuiainse 100 
Wool on the skin the same rates as other wools si in alata Ninna eae ee ee edie ws i cctcinsipeditibe 100 
Manufactured 
Balmorals 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound....... sonsseoseoacse ovnens 12 ets. per pound and 35 | 40 per cent........... 41 
per cent, 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound..............00+e0s peennenieipnnagurningens 18 cta. per pound and 35 |.....0.. dO...seeee 39 
per cent. 
Valued at above 6) and not exceeding 80 cents per pound........... : iiinadiddig hut tanaiadiaaell sssesseseeee| of Cts. per pound and 3 |.. ED cri pegceteisevis 4i 
per cent. 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound............ anianiesdedoas icdbvameuiioebes soutasdebaiephivies aides ..| 35 ets. per pound and 40 ‘jis ses sectieiseadaee 40 
per cent. 
Belts or felts, endless, for paper or printing machines ................6.c::ccceesenseee Sle sieabbumaetoad 20 cts. per pound and 30 | 30 per cent........ 24 
per cent. 
Blankets ! 
Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound..... suecassonepecoreresseenavoesooccoues ce conen ceeveeeee.| 10 cts, per pound and 35 | 40 per cent............] 50 
per cent. 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound... ......:c0ceeceeree ssaavesdasesdiandesbesseindl Bat er em, wall BB haicsct MO acetic D 
| per cent. 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound............ inntiacene ede eieenveie mcuibainadts 18 cts. per pound and 35 |........ Bing cascesesees 3) 
per cent. | 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound.. ........ 24 cts. per pound and 35 | pla tintnntiniesies 42 
per ct. 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound.,..... poliitgunsininnt>éakeetibspeniabiaaian £5 <guheeninpenionnisanecconnees ..| 35 ets, per pound and 40 jeta Denim even 43 
per cent. 
BaRtlng. 220000 00000000000 jntioeielsialiabehiainieiatibaneiutdendoaiiestoe nucatelt alent ieiiaian kan teatnntteenitidstacatneele 10 cts. per sq.yd. and 35 do.. Keenge 50 
Carpets and carpeting of all kinds— per cent. | 
Aubusson, Axminster, and Chenille carpets, and carpets woven whole for rooms........... .......| 45 ets. per 8q. yd. and 30 |....... O..cceeereeeeeed 15 
|} percent. | | 
PORES COE cade cetiineavicrianececenies waxemnnssqnvniass Stnicalaahinnbt iviopspatonenbiad epetetes bedgtincadshial 30 cts. per sq. yd. and 30 per |.........O.......ceceeeeree| 32 
| cent. ' | 
Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise. .............cccceccseeeseerseenes ovceccessoeecovsosccess| LO CUS. POF SQr- FA. GNA BPEL foe 2.5.1.8, .cccccoserecene 46 
cent. | j 
Mats, screens, hassocks, and rugs, not exclusively of vegetable material............ cartsevensascopecneesl St tee GOIbA.. iicisnsmocnion ities 
of woah, flax, or cotton, or parts of either, or other material, not specially enumerated or pro- |...... DO .ercseresccecssovoreses | 30 per cent........... 25 
vided for. | 
Patent velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, printed on the warp or otherwise .......... seseasseereee| 20CtS. per sq. yd, and 30 per | 40 per cent............ 27 
cent. | } 
Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets................ ‘ pv pbseeudins bes besusbbasioniorsaneavennst GENT Gk Gn. Gina SORer t...5 ED vse sserics nes 26 
} cent, | 
Tapestry Brussels, printed on warp or otherwise..... en me ae BOs aserssivececwet 35 
: ! cent. | 
ti Treble ingrain, three-ply, and worsted-chain Venetian carpets. ....... c.ccsceeseee évebeiieseseshinis 12 ets. per sq. yd. and 30 per |.. BOs cinsacesi Sanaee | 13 
cent, | } 
Yarn, Venetian, and two-ply ingrain Carpets............-cssscssesersecseesnersesenenesenereesenerssnen tare eneneenss 8 cts, per sq. yd. and 30 per |......... ee | 11 
cent, | ! 
Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel (except knit goods), not specially enumerated or 
provided for, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, orother | | } 
(like) animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manu- 
facturer— | | 
Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and children’s | 45 cts. per pound and 40per | 45 per cent......... | 3A 
' apparel, and goods of similar description, or used for like purposes. cent, i | 
‘ Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel of every description not specially enumerated or | 40cts. per pound and 35 per |.........dO....... ... see] 17 
; —— for, and balmoral skirts and skirting, and goods of similar description or used for cent. 
: ike purposes. | 
Cloths, woolen— | 
} Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound..... ........:sc0ecse brsonbnhdindengethemiphipsiveussivcentens manetnenianes 35 ets. per pound and 35 per 40 per cent...........| 55 
} cent. | | 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound...........cccccceeccsceeeseeesenneeeeseneetensneneeessenenee senna sadbacecoeonesenepsste ..| 35 ets. per pound and 40 per |........ BO ssvrconanssccoere 42 
4 cent. } 
af Dress goods, women’s and children’s, coat linings, Italian cloths, and goods of like description—!| | 
: Composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals— 
Valued at not exceeding 20 cents per SQUATE YATA.............sscessesserseseerresneeseneseessessescessensaeeeneesneeees 5 cts. per sq. yd.and 35 per a nanttal a | 4l 
cent. | | 
Valued at above 20 cents per square yard...........seccceeseeeeeee eiiiaeess sasoaile kanadtthinensiteenssbiecisicensteoannesh + Geen Ge PO. O08 40 BOF |. ccnese do ..,.. ee 32 
f | cent, } 
; Composed wholly of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, or of a mixt- | | 
t ure of them, and all such goods of like description, with selvages made wholly or in part of | 
; other materials, or with threads or materials introduced for the purpose of changing the | i | 
t classification— | | | 
Weighing 4 ounces or less per square yard.... om 9 cts, persq. yd. and 40 per ....... Dncscdyttndtvcenes 52 
cent. | | 
All weighing over 4 ounces per square YaTd.............cccceceeceeseeeee sevens sissies Ticotllciicithdieiniiianstins | 33 cts. per pound and 40 |........ Biivcixtn — 43 
per cent. i 









APPENDIX G.—Comparison of rates of duty prop 


Articles, 


a dae 
Wool—continued., 
Flannels— 
Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per p« ! 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound 
Hats of wool: 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per p ! 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per p« | 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound 
Knit goods, and all goods made on knitting-frames 
Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound.. 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per p i 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound. 
Rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks, woole: 
Shawls, woolen: 
Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound 
Composed wholly or in part of worsted, the hair of t aly coat 
Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, belting bindings, braids, gallo« 





cords and tassels, dress trimmings, head-nets, bultons 
forms for tassels or ornaments, wrought by hand or |! 
worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, or of which \ 


the alpaca, goat, or other animals is a component mate 





Yarns, woolen and worsted 
Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per ; 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 50 cents per p« 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound 
All manufactures of every description not specially enumerated ox 
part of— 
Wool— 
Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound 
Worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other an . 
of wool 
Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 « 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents 1 1 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 89 cents per pound 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound 
Zinc, spelter, or tutenegue, and manufactures of: 
in blocks or pig’ 
BE, UTI dncnsnsu ntapdtoomctccomeensse “ os _ 
Old worn-out, fit only to be remanufactured. . . 
Manufactures of, not specially enumerated or provided for 
Sacks, crates, boxes, etc., designed to evade duties thereon (section 7, act of 
VIEWS OF THE- MINORITY. 
The views of the minority presented by Mr. HARRIS are as follows: 


House bill No. 9051, ‘‘ To reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
relation to the collection of the revenue,’’ passed the House of Rep 
sentatives on the 21st day of July, 1888, and was referred to the Sen- 
ate Committee on Finance on the 23d day of the same month. 

The majority of the committee, not being willing to accept the Hous 
bill as a basis of revision of existing revenue laws and rrect exist- 
ing evils, decided to strike out all after the enacting clause and report | 
an entirely new bill. 

In the preparation of this substitute no member of the minority of | 
the committee was consulted, or informed as to its provisions until it | 
was reported to the full committee, on the 25th day of September, 1888, | 


toc 
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9051 with present rates luty, ¢ Continued. 











By H.R. & 
Present rates of dut 
) ets. 7 t d is 
per cent 
12 cts. pe i and 
per cent 
18 cts. per p 1 and 
per cent 
24 cts. per } d and 
per cer 
ts. per | i and 4 
per cent 
12 ets. per | 2 and 
per « t 
18 cts. per pour a > 
Ty t 
24 
5 cts. per p { 40 
pet 
~ « 1 
I t t 
$s. per } i 
; 
“ er | l 
per ce 
4 cts t I ‘ 
s. 1 pound 1 4 
: rj ! 
4. } i 4 
ov 
r ot r als 4 “ 
s. fringes, gimps 
yuttons © 
ade of Ww 
; l a ‘ 
i 
‘ 
8 cts. | 
i 
4 pe 
P I ‘ 
i 
24 S. il 
5 ‘4 
: ' 
, , 
- S. J I ) 
1; cts. per} - T 
45 t { ! 
The chairman of the committee in M: t app m- 
mittee to hear such persons as wished to on t enue 
question, and much time has been cor d t pages 
have been printed of the : its ment ian- 
ufacturers and others, wl) 1 that the pr t high rate tariff 
taxation shall be maintained 1 most instances in ised, prompted 
not by any revenue necessities, but alone for the purpose of increasing 
theirown profits at the expense of sixty millions of paver 
It is safe to say that all the interests benefited by a t 
| tariff have been fullv heard and have tad much ‘ ing 
this substitute, while the great body of the people, the tax-payers 
and victims of this policy, have not appeared and t be« ird 
The short time that the substitute has beer the } f the 
minority of the committee, and the many char ! sting 
classifications, as well as changes from ad va j duties, 

















and the ny compound duties imposed, render it difficult for the 
minority to approximate, with satisfactory certainty, the extent to 
which tariff taxation is increased or diminished upon the articles 
i ed the various schedules, or what effect these n will 
pl ly ] upon the amount of revenues to result fi ich 
cl 
( al dilleret etween the House bill and the Senate sub 

st parent and radical at the outset in the matter of revem 
I f { 1 in the interest of the public Treasury; the other in 
the interest of private pockets. The one is framed in the interest of 
t] ole people; the other in the interest of a few thousand manu- 
fi r ‘he one is designed to reduce both Government revenue 
al Li taxation esper ially which bears heaviest on the nec- 
‘ of life; the otl is intended to raise public revenue indeed 
b to maintain private reveni by increasing and retaining taxation 
oO ] } ece iries of lif 

he advocates of the substitute freely propose to reduce duties or 
abolis!: them on those things which yield only Government revenue, 
but refu » reduce or abolish duties on those things which produce 
private revenue Chis purpose is avowed, and is defended on the 
gl { that it is all for la When itas remembered that the aver- 
age tariff duty on all manufactured goods is 47 per cent. and the aver- 
age share of labor therein is about 20 per cent., it will be seen that 
their love r the workin: 1is based on the other 27 per cent., which 
th wket. Havingrobbed him of morethan halfof the bonus which 
the law gives the workingman they can well afford to love him; an 
that love will confinue unabated until he insists on h ving all the law 
2 3 him 

ut the minority think it fe to say that the chief reductions in 
tariff taxation, as provided by the substitute, are confined to the arti- 
cles of sugar and rice, with jute, jute butts, molasses, Zante currants, 
ani! a few other unimportant articles put upon the free-list, while there 


is xn increase of duties imposed upon the multiform manufactures of 
cotton, wool, iron, and steel—articles that the whole people, and es- 
P lly the poor and the most needy classes, are compelled to use. 


he substitute relieves the non-necessary tobacco in all its forms, 


except cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes, from internal taxation, and 
gi ree aleohol to the arts. Taking the tax off of tobacco will re- 
duce revenue about $24,000,000; and it is estimated that the tax taken 
from alcoho! for the arts will make a further reduction of about $7,000,- 


000. But in view of the impossibility of preventing frauds upon the 
revenue that should be derived from distilled spirits used for purposes 
other than the arts, the loss of revenue may be safely estimated at 
many times $7,000,000. 

Vractically, the substitute offers to the people free whisky and free 
tobacco, leaving all the expensive machinery for the collection of the 
revenue and enforcement of the law in full force, while it increases 
taxation upon the actual and indispensable necessaries of life, and this, 
too, when there is a large surplus in the Treasury, and under existing 
Jaws that surplus is being increased at the rate of over $10,000,000 per 
month; thus withdrawing and withholding from the channels of trade, 
commerce, and business of the country money absolutely necessary to 
their successful operations. 

ut to better illustrate let us refer to the following schedules: Take 
Schedule C, metals. 

In no single instance is the policy upon which the substitute was 
framed more clearly demonstrated than in that of railway iron. 

The cost to produce rails at a leading mill in the United States in 1887 
was less than $27 per ton, of which less than $4.25 per ton was paid in 
waves. 

The present rate of duty on steel rails is $17, and by the substitute 
it is reduced to $15.68 per ton. The question arises whether this will 
reduce the wages of the operatives $1.32, or whether $11.43 bounty 
above the whole cost paid for labor will satisfy the manufacturers. 

The labor cost in a ton of steel rails being $4.25, on the pretense 
that this is so much higher than the former wages, the burden of $15.68 
is thus laid upon every ton of steel rails imported into the United 
States, and thus governing the prices here, in order to equalize the 
difference in domestic and foreign wages. 

Chis burden is laid upon the transportation of the country, on its 


foreign trade measured by the amount of duty collected; but where it | 


is transferred to our internal commerce the burden is measured by 
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every pound of rails over which that commerce has to pass, and ulti- | 


mately falls with crushing weight upon the agriculturist, whose bulky 
products must seek a foreign market over these tax-laden roads and 
in foreign ships; and when these foreign markets are reached these 
products must compete with the pauper products of the cheapest labor 
to be found anywhere under the sun. 

The House bill made a great stride for the farmers’ relief when it 
reduced this tax to $11 per ton. 

The rods out of which the farmer’s wire fence is madeare not appar- 
ently changed in rate, but by various changes in classification actual 
and important additional burdens are imposed. A reduction in duti- 
able value from 3} to3 cents per pound weight accomplishes this. An 
additional size, No. 6, added without an apparent change of rate does 


| 
} 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 


cent. to about 54 per cent., and is an increased tax on this one size of 
wire rods of nearly $300,000, upon the basis of the importations of 


1887, and there is added a proviso by which rods smaller than No. 6 





are classified as wire, and thus effect a third distinct increase of tax in 
this one section—end this is called part of a ‘‘system,’’ and rightly 
» called. . 
Steel ingots, cogged ingo billets, bars, etc., now pay 45 per cent. 

| duty if valued at less than 4 cents per pound. By the substitute, if 
valued at 1 cent or less, they are dutiable at one-half cent per pound; 
and as some of these items were valued at seven-tenths of a cent per 


pound in the imports of 1887, the rate of one-half cent is an increase 
trom 45 to over 70 per cent., and nearly a million dollars tax added by 
this one section. 

Cotton-ties also receive careful consideration by the majority. Iti 
not enough that the most formidable and insolent trust which ever laid 
its hand upon the threat of honest labor, threatening every class, from 
the poor colored cotton-picker, whose few pounds of crop he could not 
get to market for lack of means to wrap it, to the merchant and capi- 
talist who had advanced the necessaries of life to sustain that labor 
through the season. To these come the proposed revision, not with 
helping hand, but other burdens, and the cotton-ties which their own 
friends had reduced to 35 per cent. in the tariff of 1883 (one of the 
bright cases in a desert of iniquity) they omit by name, but include 
in a new classification, so that instead of 35 per cent. it must pay, ac- 
cording to the valuation of 1887, over 100 per cent., adding nearly a 
quarter million dollars tax on the imported ties alone, all of which 
is a loss to the cotton producer. Even with this they are not content, 
but still further tax the struggling agriculturist in this schedule by 
raising the duties on trace chains, and all other kinds less than three- 
eighths of an inch thick, from 2} cents, which is equivalent to 44,37 
per cent., to 3 cents per pound, equivalent to a rate of 53.57 per cent. 
Can ingenuity go further ? 

That taggers’ iron should be raised from 30 per cent. to 65 per cent. ; 
that table cutlery for the poor should be raised byspecific rates added 
to ad valorem; that knives for the poor should be more heavily taxed 
and made cheaper for the rich; that breech-loading shotguns should 
be made cheaper for the $200 grade and dearer for the $15 grade by 
making each pay the same tax, $10 and 25 per cent. ad valorem; all 
these and more are no longer startling, and prepare the mind fora 
thousand other inconsistencies and discriminations hidden by new and 
obscure Classifications that only time and patient investigation will 


reveal. 








COTTON SCHEDULE, 

In this schedule again the great progress of “‘ leveling up”’ is called 
into requisition, to what end or for what purpose who can say? For 
instance, medium yarns are raised 3 cents per pound—they are already 
paying about 45 per cent. tariff tax. Is this to pay the difference in 
wages here and abroad? Hardly, since by the census of 1880 it is 
shown that cotton-goods workers are only paid 21.06 per cent. of the 
product. They do not get half of the present tariff, yet it is proposed 
to still further increase the rate. By changes in classification and by 
new subdivisions, still further complicating the administration, and by 
changes in rates, in effect principally increasing taxes, most glaring 
inconsistencies and discriminations are perpetrated in this so-called 
revision. 

Cotton yarns pay about 50 per cent. Cotton cloths made from this 
yarn pay 45 per cent., while the clothing ready made by the tailor or 
seamstress from this cloth must pay 40 per cent. Hosiery is made 
dearer for the poor, but undisturbed for the rich. A sock worth 75 
cents per dozen must pay 60 cents per dozen and 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, or 100 per cent., but after they reach $3 per dozen in value the 
tax is left at the old rate. 

Collars are raised from 30 per cent. to 80 per cent. and upwards on 
the cheaper kinds of linen or cotton. 

WOOLEN SCHEDULE, 

The substitute not only retains a duty on raw wool, but increases 
the duty from 10 to 11 cents a pound on clothing and combing wool, 
and the existing duty is retained on carpet wools, which all parties 
agree are not produced in this country, and the changes made in the 
manufactures of wool increases the taxation, and to that extent in- 
creases the cost of the manufactured article, and especially the cheaper 
grades—the clothing of the poor. 

To illustrate, take this example: The cheapest woolen dress goods, 
costing only 15 cents a square yard, is taxed by the substitute 6 cents 
a square yard and 40 per cent. ad valorem, making the whole tax thu: 
imposed 80 per cent. 

On dress goods wholly of wool the duty is increased from 9 cents a 
square yard and 4() per cent. ad valorem to 11 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent. ad valorem, making an increase of taxation on this 
single article upon the basis of the importations of the fiscal year 1857, 
when 31,136, 149 yards were imported, of $622,722. 

And as thesé goods oniy cost an average of 21 cents a yard in th 
foreign market and under existing law are taxed 82.96 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, they are by the substitute increased to $2 per cent. ad valorem. 

Of this class of goods we imported in the fiscal year 1887, $6,522,568 


adroitly increase the rate paid on wire rods of this size from 45 per | worth, upon which we collected $5,411,280, with many times that 
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sult? With immensely increased production in this country, without 
one cent loss of wages to operatives; but, on the contrary, to their great 


gain, for as we now make two and a quarter million ounces it can not 
but mean steadier work to more employés, and vhe shivering consumer 
reaps a benefit measured not by cents but by dollars per ounce, and the 


only destruction which followed in the wake of this reduction was of 
what was then the most formidable trust in existence. The monopoly 
went down and legitimate manufacture prospered. 

Here is a case where with benefit both to the employé and the con- 
sumer, the placing upon the free-list of a finished article was immedi- 
ately followed by a wonderful cheapening of that product, and it is 
quite as just to claim the decline in price was entirely due to the re- 
moval of the duty as that other claim so often made, that the imposi- 
tion of duty reduces prices by competition, and in proof of which is 
cited the general decline of prices in this country, due, as is claimed, 
to the tariff, ignoring the discovery of new supplies and improvements 
in methods of manufacture and the supplanting of manual labor in 
every department of life with inanimate machinery operated by nat- 
ural forces intelligently controlled. 

‘Take the agriculturist, for example, and note the fearful decline in 
his returns ina half dozen years. In 1886 nearly 18,500,000 acres more 
land was cultivated and planted in cereal crops than in 1881 and more 
than three-fourths of a billion more bushels of grain were raised and 
soid; yet, instead of receiving nearly $460,000,000 more for the extra 
outlay of labor and capital on lands poorer on the average than those 
already occupied, the farmers of the country suffered a loss in values 
on those grain crops alone of over $600,000,000 on that year’s harvest 
as compared with the values of 1881. 

Everything declines save the taxes, and these same farmers, who 
must send their surplus abroad to find a market, found, on bringing the 
reduced returns of their crops home, that notwithstanding they were 
enabled to buy foreign products slightly cheaper than before, that their 
taxes had been increased in that period, and that they were compelled 
in 18-6 to pay more than $2.30 customs dues on each $100 worth im- 
ported, more than they did for like importations in 1881; and to-day 
those taxes are nearly $4 more per $100 worth than in 1881. 

And when, in view of the above cited facts of a decline of about 33} 
per cent. in the value of his crops in 1886 below the values of 1831, he 
asks that for to-morrow his taxes be made $3 less per $100 than in that 
same year 1881, he is met with the cry of free-trader, and that is con- 
sidered argument enough. 

FREE WOOL, 

The minority are firmly convinced that besides the incalculable ad- 
vantage to the whole country which would result from the placing of 
wool upon the free-list, it is easily demonstrable that no class will suf- 
fer, but that each will reap his share of the benefit. 

With a consumption of 600,000,000 pounds of raw wool in 1887 and 
a population of 60,000,000, the average per capita consumption is easily 
reckoned at 10 pounds, or 50 pounds to the average family of five per- 
sons, and the Northern farmer, constantly exposed to the rigors of our 
winters, consumes something more than the average. 

lt requires from 3 to 4 pounds of raw wool to make a pound of cloth, 
so that from 12 to 16 pounds of woolen clothing for the family will be 
secn to be a low average. This is now taxed from 55 to nearly 90 per 
cent. The manufacturer is not benefited, because his finished product 
comes into competition with the foreign product made not only from 
untaxed wool but cheaper wool. 

It is reckoned that 3) pounds make a pound of cloth, and when the 
manufacturer pays 10 cents per pound duty he is supposed to be com- 
pensated therefor by the specific duty of 35 cents per pound on his 
woolen goods. Now, this is on the assumption that 3 pounds of raw 
wool make one of scoured wool; that is, that the wool shrinks in the 
cleaning not above 66% per cent. 

But many South American and other wools contain more than that 
proportion of foreign matter, running as high as 75 and 80 per cent. 
This wool our manufacturer can not buy, because his tax on the cloth 
would then run from 45 to 60 cents per pound, and his compensatory 
duty is only 35 cents. Therefore for t wools the foreiga dealer 
finds no American competitor in the market and buys them at his own 
price, and these cheaper wools, untaxed and manufactured abroad, 
compete here with unfair advantage with our own heavily handicapped 
woolens, and successfully, too. 

Now, if the tax be taken off wools our manufacturers at once become 
bidders for this wool against the foreign manufacturer, and as a certain 
consequence the price will rise, and this operates doubly against the 
foreign manufacturer. He buys his wools dearer and meets untaxed 
in our markets corresponding grades. 

We will import more wools, of course, and in no other way can our 
great factories prosper, because their capacity is beyond our own wool 
production. When the factories are turning out more product the 
employés have steadier work and better wages, and, indirectly of course, 
the whole country is benefited. 

Under the House bill the manufacturers, with free wool, secure even 
a higher competitive advantage over the foreign than under the present 
law or the substitute. The manufacturers will export woolen goodsas 
we now export cotton and leather, and the demand for the wool will 
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better the wool market and encourage increased production, while the 
average wool-grower himself will reap from cheapened clothing more 
benefits than he ever did from a tax on his product, which he must him- 
self pay. 

The minority, therefore, dissenting from the report of the majority, 
| commend to the Senate and the country the bill of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, No. 9051, us a measure for the reduction of taxes based 
| alike upon justice and good policy. 

As the best exposition of the effect of bill H. R. 9051 upon taxation 
and revenue, the report of the majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means submitted with the bill to the House of Representatives is hereto 
| appended, with our concurrence 





ISHAM G, HARRIS. 
Z. B. VANCE. 
D. W. VOORHEES. 

{ concur in the above report, indorsing the House bil] in respect to 


| articles placed upon the free-list, but desire some modifications in the 
dutiable-list. 


J. R. McPHERSON. 


(House Report No. 1496, Fiftieth Congress, first scssion.] 
TO REDUCE TAXATION AND SIMPLIFY THE LAWS IN RELATION TO THE COLLECTION 
OF THE REVENUE, 
April 2, 1888.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLs, from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the 
following report (to accompany bill H. R. 9051): 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the an- 
nual message of the President, calling the attention of Congress to the 
large surplus now in the Treasury, daily growing larger on account of 
the excess of receipts over expenditures, have given to the subject that 
careful consideration which its importance demands, and in response to 
his recommendations beg leave to report to the House a bill to prevent 
the accumulation of surplus revenue by reducing the present excessive 
and unjust rates of taxation imposed upon the people. 

Our revenues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, amounted to 
$371,403,277.66, while our expenditures for the same time, including 
interest and sinking fund for the public debt, amounted to $315,835,- 
428.12; leaving a surplus of $55,567,849,54 over and above all require- 
ments for current expenditure. The receipts for the current year up 
to March 1 amounted to $253, 905,890, and the estimates for the remain- 
ing four months are $136,094,110; making total receipts for the year 
$390,000,000. The expenditures for the current year to March 1 amount 
to $180,594,915, and the estimates of expenditure for the remaining 
four months amount to $128,405,085; making a total of expenditures 
of $309,000,000; leaving a surplus of $81,000,000. 

As our customs and internal taxes are levied on articles which go 
into consumption, we may expect our revenues to increase with the in- 
crease of consumption, which must keep pace with the growth of popu- 
lation and wealth. On the other hand, with an honest and economical 
administration of public affairs, our annual expenditures may be ex- 
pected to decrease. The large surplus now in the Treasury, which it 
is estimated will exceed $150,000,000 by the ist day of July next, to- 
gether with such as may thereafter be in the Treasury, may be applied 
to the reduction of the debt and the payment of annual interest charge 
on the same. 

It is, then, safe to say that the above surplus, together with the 
yearly purchase of bonds required by law for the sinking fund, which 
is an expenditure included in the annual estimates of expenditures, 
and not in the estimate of the surplus, will extinguish by the date of 
their maturity in 1891 all the gutstanding 4} per cent. bonds, amount- 
ing at this time to $234,427, 250, and still leave over $60,000,000. 

With receipts growing larger and expenditures growing smaller, we 
must soon gather into the Treasury the larger partof the circulation of 
the country to the great injury of its business and the bankruptcy of 
many of its people. Some method must be adopted by Congress to 
prevent the congestion which must occur under existing laws. 

There are two ways in which this excessive accumulation may be 
prevented. We may reduce taxation to the level of expenditures and 
leave in the pockets of the people all moneys not needed for public pur- 
poses, or we may raise expenditures to the height of taxation, seeking 
out new and useless objects of appropriation on which to lavish the 
great and growing revenues, not needed for any legitimate wants of the 
public service. 

If we adopt the latter course these very objects of useless expendi- 
ture will gather upon Congress in such increasing numbers and with 
such growing demands as to fasten upon the Government a permanent 
and unchangeable policy of extravagant and reckless appropriations. 

This policy once adopted will not only breed corruption in public 
life and demoralization in private life, but will compel, in periods of 
depression, an increased rate of taxation for the people or an increase 
of bonded debt for the Government. 

There is but one safe course, and that is to reduce taxation to the 
necessary requirements of an honest, economical, and efficient admin- 
istration of Government. daving determined upon this course as the 
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1888. 


one which a wise and just policy demands, we are confronted with the 
question, Upon what articles shall the reduction be made? Shall we 
leave our import duties as they are and repeal the internal-revenue 
taxes on alcoholic liquors and tobacco? Or-hall we leave the internal- 
revenue tax as it isand make the reduction on imports alone Or shall 
we reduce the taxes on both? . 


The committee have determined to recommend a reduction of the 
revenues from both customs and internal taxes. They have given the 
whole subject a careful and painstaking examination, and in the re- 
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produce our goods more cheaply than they and largel 
exports to foreign markets 

The annual product of our manuf 
000,000, of which amount we 
than 2 per cent. 


y increase ou 
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nufactories is now estimated at $7 
export only about $136,000, 000, or less 
If we could obtain free of duty such raw materials 


| as we do not produce and can only be procured in foreign countries, and 
mix with our home product in the various branches of manufacture, we 
could soon increase our exports several hundred millions. With un 
taxed raw materials we could keep our mills running on full time, our 


vision of the schedules have endeavored to act with a spirit of fairness 


to all interests. 


They have carefully kept in view at all times the | 


interests of the manufacturer, the laborer, the producer, and the con- | 


sumer. 

The till herewith reported to the House is not offered 
bill. 
ferred to the free-list. 
which might well be lessened. In both respects the bill could be im- 
proved; but in its preparation the committee have not undertaken or 
felt authorized to construct a new and consistent system of tariff taxa- 
tion. They have dealt with the existing system, seeking to free it of 
much of its injustice, to simplify its provisions, to diminish its com- 
plexity, and, as far as practicable, to lighten its pressure on the tax- 
payer, and make it more contributory to our industrial prosperity and 
progress. 


as a perfect 


Many articles are left subject to duty which might well be trans- | 
Many articles are left subject to rates of duty | 


Furthermore, we have felt constrained to consult the opinions and | 


give weight as far as possible to the views of our associates from dif- 
ferent parts of the United States, always subordinate, however, to the 
paramount consideration of the welfare of the entire country. From 
the beginning of our Government tariff legislation has been based on 
the principles of mutual concession. The present bill does not depart 
from this precedent. 

In the progressive growth of our manufactures, we | 1 ve reached the 
point where our capacity to produce is far in exces; of the require- 
ments of our home consumption. As a consequence, many of our mills 
are closed, and many of those still in operation are running on short 
time. This condition is hurtful to the manufacturer, to the laborer, 
and producer of the materials consumed in manufacture. 

The manufacturer loses the profit on his capital, the laborer loses his 
wages, and the producer of the materials consumed in manufacture 
loses the market for his products. Manufacturers in many instances, 


to guard against losses by low prices caused by an oversupply in the | 


home market, are organizing trusts, combinations, and pools to limit 
production and keep up prices. This vicious condition of business 
could not exist with low duties, but is the legitimate outgrowth of pro- 
hibitory duties on imports. Prohibitory tariffs surround the country 
with lines of investment and prevent all relief from without, while 
trusts, combinations, and pools plunder the people within. 

In a country like ours, prolific in its resources, where the rewards 
of labor ought to be large, the capitalist may by such methods keep 


his investments secure and still make profits; but what is to become of | 
the laborers who are thrown out of employment bystopping the wheels | 


of machinery and limiting the amount of product? And what is to 
become of the producer of the materials to be consumed by the man- 
ufacturer? When the fires are shut off, the laborer and the materials 
are shut off at the same time, and the market for both is gone; whether 
they labor in the factory or the field; whether they produce cotton, 
wool, hemp, flax, coal, or ore; whether the product of their daily labor 
is cloth, iron, steel, boots, or shoes, they must have constant employ- 
ment to obtain for themselves and families the necessaries and com- 
forts of life. 

When out of employment, with earnings cut short, with low prices 
for their products caused by the closing of the market, they still must 
pay for whatever their daily wants require the prices which the trusts 
have fixed. What is the remedy for thiswrong? Itis more extended 
markets for the sale of our products and a constant and active compe- 
tition in business. With active competition combinations and pools 
are impossible. With the markets of the world open to us our manu- 
facturers may run their mills on full time, give constant employment 
to their laborers, with a steadily-increasing rate of wages. With the 
markets of the world open tothe sale of their products they will create 
an active and constant demand for all the raw materials required in 
manufactures, which will stimulate, promote, and reward the wool- 
grower and the producer of cotton, hemp, flax, hides, ores, and other 
materials of manufacture. We are the largest producers of cotton’ in 
the world, we are second in the production of wool, we put on the 
market annually quantities of hemp and flax, and our country is full 
of ores and coal. What we need is manufactures enough to consume 
all the annual product of these materials and create an active demand 
for them, so that all our workmen may be constantly employed and 
receive high prices for their labor. 

Toaccomplish this our manufacturers must have markets for the sale 
of their wares, and these markets are to be found in foreign countries 
as wellasat home. To take the foreign market from the foreign man- 
ufacturer we must produce our goods at a lowercost than hecan. The 
principal elements of cost are labor and material. In many of our man- 
ufactures the labor cost is lower than in any country in the world, and 
if the cost of materials was as low here as in foreign countries we could 


operatives in constant employment, and have an active demand for our 
raw materials inourown factories. If there should be noduty on any 
materials entering into manufactures many articles now made abroad 
would be made at home, which, while it would give more employment 
to our own labor, would give a better market to many articles which 


hemp, flax, and others. 

With this end in view we have gone as far as we could and done what 
we could in the present condition of things to place our manufactures 
upon a firm and unshaken foundation, where they would have ad- 
vantages over all the manufacturers of the world. Our manufactur- 
ers, having the advantage of all others in the intelligence, skill, and 
productive capacity of their labor, need only to be placed on the same 
footing with their rivals in having their materials at the same cost in 
the open markets of the world. In starting on this policy we have 

ransferred many articles from the dutiable to the free-list. The rev- 
enues now received on these articlesamount to $22,189,595. 48. 

fourths of this amount is collected on articles that enter into manu 
factures, of which wool and tin-plates are the most important. The 
revenues derived from wool during the last fiscal year amounted to 
$5,899, 816.63, and the revenues from tin-plates to $5,706,433 

The repeal of all duties on wool enables us to reduce the duties on 
the manufactures of wool $12,332,211.65. The largest reduction we 
have made is in the woolen schedule, and this reduction was only made 
possible by placing wool on the free-list. Thereis no greater reason fora 
duty on wool than thereis foraduty on any other raw material. A duty 
on wool makes it necessary to impose a higher duty on the goods made 
from wool, and the consumer has to pay adouble tax. If we leave wool 
untaxed the consumer has to pay a tax only on the manufactured goods, 

It is contended by some that if we put wool on the free-list we 
should also put woolen goods on the free-list. If this is sound policy 


Al 


oO 


we should also put cotton goods on the free-list, for raw cotton is free, 
and we should put silk goods on the free-list, for raw silk is free. Then 


where would the Government get its revenues? Duties are imposed to 
raise revenue, and they should be so imposed as to obtain the revenue 
with as little burden as possible to the tax-payer and as little disturb- 
ance as possible to the business of the country. This is accomplished 
by imposing the duty on the finished goods alone, and in no tariff, 
from the first to the last, have ns, cottons, silks, or linens been 
placed on the free-list. 

We say to the manufacturer we have put wool on the free-list to 
enable him to obtain foreign wools cheaper, make his goods cheaper 
and send them into foreign markets and successfully compete with the 
foreigp manufacturer. We say to the laborer in the factory we have 
put wool on the free-list so that it may be imported and he: 


FOOL 


employed to make the goods that are now made by foreign labor and 
imported into the United States. Wesay to the consumer we have put 
wool on the free-list that he may have woolen goods cheaper. We say 


to the domestic wool-grower we have put wool on the free-list to enable 
the manufacturer to import foreign wool to mix with his, and thus en 
large his market and quicken the demand for the consumption of hone 
wool, while it lightens the burden of the tax-payer. 

The duty on wool now prevents nearly all the better classes of wool 
from coming into the country; the domestic product can supply only 
about one-half of the amount required for home consumption. The 
istician of the Agricultural Department puts the domestic produ 
the year1&887 at 265,000,000 pounds. Others place it higher, but) 
at more than half the annual consumption of our people. It requ 
about 600,000,000 pounds of wool and other fibers manufactured witli 
it, which are now paying duty, to supply the annual demands of home 
consumption. 

Why, then, should we keep out by high duties the foreign wools so 
necessary to the clothing of the people? The Wool-Growers’ Associa- 
tion asks us to put ona duty high enough to prevent the importation of 
all wools. The Wool-Manufacturers’ Association ask to puton @ 
duty high enough to keep out all manufactures of we If Congress 
grants this joint request, what are the people to do for woolen cloth- 
ing? Are the people to be compelled by Congress to wear cotton goods 
in the winter or go without, to give bounties to wool-growers and wool 
manufacturers? 





Sus 


0} 


During the last fiscal year there were 114,404,173 pounds of wool 
imported, and of that amount 81,504,447 were cheap carpet the 
greater part of which paid 2) cents per pound duty The high daty 
of 10 cents per pound on the finer wools that go into clothing was so 
great a barrier against the importation of the better wools that only 


33,099,696 pounds were imported. But our people required clothing, 


and if Congress puts a duty so high on wool as to keep it out, still, 
one 
we 


high as was the duty on woolen goods, $44,235,215 worth were im- 
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ported and consumed in this country, upon which duties were paid | the foreign market we must compete with the foreign producer, and in 
amounting to $29,729,717. order to do so successfully we must produce our goods at a lower cost 
If the charges constantly being made are true, that great quantities | and be able to undersell the foreign product and take the market. We 

of these goods are coming in undervalued, underweighed, and under- | are now exporting only $500,000 worth of woolen goods, while Eng- 
measured, then the aggregate amount is much larger. Fraudsof this | land, with free wool, exports more than $100,000,000. With free 
character, smuggling, and bribery follow prohibitory duties just asthe | wool we may not only supply the home market with the greater part 
shadow follows the substance. These goods for the most part could | of the woolen goods now imported, but we can begin to export woolen 
be manufactured in the United States, and if the wools in them could goods and soon build up a prosperous foreign trad 
I 















be admitted free of duty it would give employment to many thousands We submit herewith a table showing equivalent ad valorem du- 

of our own operatives, start into life and keep in active operation many | ties now paid on manufactures of wool—those proposed by the com- 

of our factories now idle, and largely reduce the cost of these goods to | mittee and those proposed by the joint agreement of Wool-Growers’ 

the consumers and Wool Manufacturers’ Associations, adopted in Washington, D. C., 
We must find a way to foreign markets for our woolen goods. In' January 14, 1888: 








| 
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Wools hair of the alpaca, goat, and other like animals } 
| Manufactures— | 





































































































Balmorals— | 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound.................... aaa lsialitibiitaanie siceininca hs ciainiielaa saat alt lial ess i fF 40 |) 111.73 
Valued at above 49 and not exceeding © cents per pound 65.59 | 40 |f -é 
Valued at above 69 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound 68.15 | 40 |) on 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound evesbe . 06. 35 40 \f 96.50 
alued at above cents per poun 5 
Belts or felts, endless, for paper or printing machines......., wren 30 78.59 
Blankets—Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound ........... ... oe a pecscstucee imis ened cenevesocsesocceccseeasces ‘ 9.6 40 ) 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound . 40;+ 128.76 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding © cents per pound — | 40 |} 
Valued above 6) and not exceeding 80 cents per pound 5 40 |) an 
, iP 99. 36 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound.,............-..0+ onenien 40 | § . 
SOUT ccncecccvscipnecdachaminms nee ene reneeeeeseenceerereeeeeees i 40 | 95.75 
Carpets and carpeting of all kinds— | 
Aubusson, Axminster, and Chenille carpets, and carpets woven whole for rooms...... 7.14 30 | 72, 85 
BEFOREOUR GREENE coe nce vcccee sce soeseeses suceovens ° 59.03 | 30 88. 67 
Druggets and boc kings, ‘printed, colored, or othe rwise.... Sodedun tab soyenneds 73. 92 | 30 23. 20 
Mats, screens, hassocks, and rugs, not exclusively of vegetable m: ate rial... Scenenns> cove. sommenepgrscanenss secese sees 40.00 | 30 50. 00 
Of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of either, or other material not speci ally | enumerated or provided for 40.00 | 30 55. 03 
Patent velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, printed on the warp or IMI cic caer cachis cca .k craan ervecca . , .| 55.10 | 30 85. 13 
Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet Carpets..........0..cccescseee coeseseeseereereeeseres sceseneaseoeeeeeesees osescee seveccssocvecseoss svewce cevece cost accesses censnns SEs ae 30 82. 36 
‘Tapestry Brussels, printed on the warp or otherwise......... 61.13 30 88.76 
Treble ingrain, three-ply, and worsted chain Venetian carpe ts. 45.79 | 30 69.73 
Yarn, Venetian, and two-ply aapane See ts... 44.70 | 30 68. 37 
Hemp and jute carpets....... ° 24. 76 30 79. 03 
Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparc i (exce >pt knit goods), not. spe cially enumerated or provided for, composed wholly or in i 
partof wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other (like) animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the } | 
tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer— | i | 
Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar | ! 
description, or used? or like purposes......... ..... 67.74 | 45) 
Clothing, ready-made, and wearing-apparel of every de -scription not ny. enun ated or provided for, - §3.11 
and skirting, and goods of similar description, or used for like purposes 54.18 45) 
Cloths, woolen— | 
Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound. 89. 84 | 40 123.33 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound conpesse conssoese pacteccsoncoconssegesveosecetcescsopecsoense| Gee Obs 40 91.30 
Dress goods, women’s and children’s coat linings Italis an cloths, and goods of like desc ription— | i 
Composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals— i 
Valued at not exceeding 20 cents per square yard 67.89 40 { 102. 61 
Valued at above 20 cents per square yard...............-..... . | 59.06 | 40 71.78 
Composed wholly of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca a, goat, or other animals, or of a mixture of them, and all such | | i 
goods of like description, with selvages made wholly or in part of other materials, or with threads of other materials in- | j 
troduced for the purpose of changing the classification— | | 
Weighing 4 ounces or less per square yard | 96 40 107. 28 
All weighing over 4 ounces per square yard. 40 | 92. 40 
Flannels—Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound .. 40 ) 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound. 40;> 121.39 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound . -| 67.69 40 j 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound ‘ és acneen ss seseseeensss erereeetenseeees| 07. 65 40 |) 108. 66 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound...............ccsceeeerceseeecseceseterseesssenrerees ; . botetie siete sebcidinimendimaniatetinaassdel | 78.02 | 40 \5 — 
| Hats of wool—Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound................ . . mee 49 }) 124.54 
} Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound. Seinebenigvenenan -| 73.04 | 40 5 = 
i Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound.. -| 66.22 | 40 /) wey 
Valued at above 80 cents pe FREE ccctthineeosstctnrsctevecsvasetwecess | 52.07 | 40 |f 69.77 
BOP OCG | .scnsivevevssscvcrscrevccccvesen wee cesses 7 | 5 
Knit goods, and all goods made on knitting frames— | 
Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound 88.33 40 |) 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound...~.. 65. 20 40> 1235.71 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound 69.14 40 |) 
Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound os bY. 6 40 } 83.29 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound...........c0.ccessescsseccessssnesees cesses ss senesetesseesovevescsonsesssess yecsegnesonesereness cone 09008 cone ceseses 8 | 40 Bee 
Shawls, woolen— | | 
Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound pcaveibaeaiieed . } 40 | 126. 32 
: Valued at above 50 cents per pound. sip doniidboonsmetne cue. ndeinippwiniond gions sense vevenscseve ». 41 | 40 | 84.19 
I Cor agen d wholly or in part of worsted, the hair of the ‘alp aca, goat, or - other animals.......... .....-- | 61.53 | TP Denesgedennanece 
} Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trim- i 
mings, lead nets, buttons or barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments, wrought by hand or braided by | ; 
machinery, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals. or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the 
alpaca, goat, or other animals is a component material 66. 21 50 77.00 
Yarns, woolen and worsted— : i 
Valued at not exceeding 60 cents per PouInd..................cccsereesccceeeseteseeeneenenentneees senses snenenteeenenees cdddhdphvnigia setntcetincunieinuaeubeltce pumeebeneioninedettt 69. 40 | 40 |) 
Valued at above 30 and not exceeding 40 cents per pound 67. 90 | 40 |> 116.69 
5 Value : at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound.... . 7 65.08 | 40 if 
os Valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound | 69.08 | or) 117.11 
; \ aa at above 80 cents per pound pascdevineceapeictios » | 68.79 | 40 5 
All manufactures of every description not specially enumerated or provided for, made w holly or in part of— : } a 
t Wool— Valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound 88, SI 40 126. BF 
ri Valued at above 80 cents per pound tema | G4. 6 | 40 84. 93 
¢ Worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals ( (except such as are ‘composed in part of wool)— i 
3 Valued at not exceeding 30 cents per pound......... Duhwe Kieiaiadmeds hinaitmeabietial 76. 49 | 40 







Vaiued at above 30 and not exceeding 4 ) cents | pe p pound... 
Valued at above 40 and not exceeding 60 cents per pound... 
Valued at above 69 and not e a 80 cents dae § pound 
Valued at above 80 cents per pound .. 
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From the above table it will be seen that the wool-growers and woo!- This most extraordinary sched has been ma l i i 
manufacturing association are clamoring for higher taxes. The contest the two parties nam und if 3 i 
in the woolen schedule is not between the present rate and the rats i refer s committ 
proposed by the committee, but between the rate proposed by the co1 In Ww schedule we 
mittee and the schedule agreed upon by the Wool-Growers’ Association | duties i ne d is the ‘ ‘ p 
and Wool-Manufacturers’ Association. The committee propose free | fited by high rat ) prot pro 
wool and a reduction from present rates to 40 per cent. ad valorem on | tected in combinations against t consu roit ry} ere 
all manufactures except carpets, which were made dutiable at 30 per | is a persistent pressure by manu rers du 
cent. ; ready-made clothing at 45 per cent., and webbings, gorings, etc., | it eonceals from the people the a t t ) 
at 50 per cent. The joint agreement of the two associations proposes | pay to the mar ti 
x . t i i 7 
to increase the present rates to 128 per cent. on yme of the cheaper ihe specific auty aiway) 
cloths; to 102 per cent. on the cheaper grades of women’s and children’s | and against the « aper one, and t 1} i 
dress goods when composed in part of wool, and to 107 per cent. when & price , 
composed wholly of wool; on cheaper grades of flannels to 121 per « ! re ‘ 
on cheaper grades of wool hats to 134 per cent.; on cheaper grade es ( ( 3s of p 
knit goods to 12 > per cent.: on cheaper grades of woolk iaw!s to 126 QE i l ¢ ded } i 
per cent,; on woolen blankets to 128 per cent. I rt of the ¢ \ 
These rates, high as they are, are not the highest that are imposed ’ t s, t 
on all woolen goods by the joint agreement. They are only the high- ’ the g 
est rate on the lowest valued goods, as shown in the agi at Alto 4 oe 
zoods at a lower value are taxed at a still higher rate. of the price per yard 
Price per yard of J 3 (England 0 
aN; ‘ 3 : 
I >, ~ - 
— = ~ = a x a e : ~ 
West of England broadcloth.. sith dalidipecemensinencannemeen wennaiiinninas ) 17 / 30. 35 g 
Fine worsted trousering...............ce.seeces . sduindanhietsenaninedl 28 It t ood i 241 f 8 
Imitation sealskin (mohair and cotton) .................. ied jecarmet 50 I ed oy 10 678 1. Sin 2.4 
West of England beaver ........ chdiijucdiinntnntiatieeiiiie icliichiaitapie ; 58 ) ) ) 1 i7 1.344 1. 
West of England all-woo0l Moscow... ........... cccssccceveccscssesresscssereeees . 2 ) 1 1.4 { 
Fine worsted coating................. siclaieicics ap). dhientidiedaacuaiaiemiaaNadaapeeandinned 56 4 2. 88 ) 
DPD WO CEST EI oe ccc crsvccncccccccs coccceeswocncescecocceses cceseccoceseoes 28 2 i 
Indigo blue Cheviot coating............ iene nina inaae ; 58 3 2.4 ) 40 2 60 
Low worsted coating (worsted face, woolen oa cotton war] ) 24 - l 
Low worsted trousering woolen back at sponieiidndinieaed 28 l i. 21 
Ottoman (worsted face, woolen back, cotton w arp) ..... weenees = ”) 27 - 1s t 287 ! " 
Matelesse (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp)..............cccceesecceceeeses 0 28 -o4 l » ) 4 
Mantle cloth (worsted face, woolen back, cotton warp)............... ; mee ) 24 . 68 18 ) d 8 4 
Wooo], fancy suiting. ..........cccccccesccccereeccecssseseserssecees ; ae v4 25 v4 ~30 5 ‘ 29 - } 
Cotton-warp cloth...... 0 15 4 5 189 f 
Fancy Coating... ..).....00-.+.002 cscs: t 23 8 ) 2 
Fancy Cheviot t 25 2 f { 
Wool, fancy suitir i ; 5 
Diagonal Cheviot = i 2 ; 
Common blue Cheviot co: ati 2 } 
Cotton-warp Moscow icncipeqatieeenmentnnnecunaietbensbeneneesneventeyneneses ‘ 
Cotton-warp c/oth.. ............ { a 
Cotton-warp twilled Mel ton sintstcncete pheesves : . 
EE EE ee a J , oo ) 
Cotton-warp cloth................... peetiniiencatiimenes 1s 0 ) “yh 
Fancy overcoating (cotton warp 82 5 744 
Cotton- warp reversible . l 74 ? 
Fancy overcoating (cotton warp) ececcven sesso coscccceccosece . 32 6 m 
Cotton-warp coating ................ — x) 17 a0 , : 
Imitation sealskin (calf hair mixed with wool, cotton warp 0 28 
COUOD-WAFP COBGUNG..............ccccerccrccrcereccescesssccsenecteccssess reseevenes : : ) 23 i 
Cotton-warp Melton......... , 13 i { 
Cotton-warp serge Melton scpestbleins induaial . : ; 2 oo 
Reversible d nal (COLCOM WAFP) ..........02.cccccs recess cece . ‘ 5 29 48 35 i 
Reversible nap (cotton warp)................+++ pinipdasaseninbeaennnce M) ‘4 5 f 
Cottom-Warp TOVOreliale...........00.0..cccceccecsosssscccesseceseccces setviieoen A ) A . 
This table is well worthy of careful study. In examining the fig s given in the column headed “ Pr t i 
price at factory,’’ which the total duty amounts to, the startling inequalities in e rate of duty to be paid in this « 
priced goods named in the table is West of England broadcloth, worth $3.60 per yard in Leeds, the specific duty be « Ss} 
40 per cent., making a total of 50.3 per cent. on the value at the factor This is on a high grade of gox« i , i e b« et 
for cotton-warp reversible cloth made in imitation of abetter kind. It is worth but 45 cents per yard t Che s t 
West of England broadcloth, 35 cents per pound, the ad valo 1 duty is 35 per cent t the ene ic dut 
the price at the factory 180.7 recent. That is to say,the ch 4 vy the eris } 
“ Per cent. of price at factory,’’ which shows the percenta the du 30 \ y pi zs 
The above table shows the true nature of speci 1 J cotton-g¢ edu : 
sumer can see why it is that manufacturers cl the é nd illogical ’’ 1 ts of t itior 
know the different values of these goods, and what t apt words will em- | to the report of the Secretary of re ‘Tre I the x 
brace the high and low priced together, and make the poorer people } pay tariff, February 16, 1836, pa 1, 85, 86, a S7. It 


the same tax for a yard of cloth worth 45 cents that the wealthy do for | his report, by the tables sent to him by persons dealing in ex 

a yard that costs $3.66; but that fact the specific tariff conceals. The | imported into the United States from foreign cou iat A 
ad valorem rate taxes everything according to its value. A duty of 40 | costing 3.55 cents per yard pay 176 per cent. duty, while t : CO 

g g ud pay I 
per cent. ad valorem would have imposed a tax of $1.44 on the yard of | 8.12 cents per yard pay 77 per cent. duty; and g s that cost 4 « 
broadcloth and 18 cents on the cotton-warp cloth that cost 45 cents, and | per yard pay a duty of 94 per cent., whil that 
the duty would have been fair to both. As it is, the tax is 180 per | pay a duty of 205 per cent. These ine 
: 


cent. on the cheap cloth and 50 per cent. on the high-priced broadcloth. ' whole specific system. Itis that fe at : ) 
Pp k gay I ) 
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the manufacturer of the competing article. As these excessive rates are 

thoucht to be more hurtful in cotton and woolen goods than in the ar- 

ticlcs embraced in the other schedules, the committee have substituted 

the ad valorem for the specific duties as to all articles in the woolen 
edule, and in all, except yarns, in the cotton schedules. 

In 1789 o duty was imposed on imported hemp, and in 1828 on im- 
ported flax, and while at intervals these fibers were imported free with- 

out harm to the Americ an producer, yet since 1842 American flax and 
hemp have been ‘‘ protected,’’ and this necessitated the imposition of 
du : es upon all manufactures from these and like fibers. 

In spite of these duties American hemp has decreased in the amount 
of production from 74,493 tons in 1860 to 5,025 tons in 1880, as shown 
by the census reports of those two years, aud flax from 7 709,676 pounds 
in 1850 to 1,565,546 pounds in 1880. But the demand and necessity 
for the produe ts manufactured from these and similar fibers has greatly 
increased, and the importations of the raw material and of the finished 
product have necessarily equally increased. 

formerly every pound of American cotton was covered with bagging 
and tied with rope made from American hemp; now over 50,000,000 
yards of cotton bagging manufactured from imported jute butts are 
used to cover the 7,000,000 bales of American cotton which are tied 
with iron cotton- ties, while the present mode of harvesting the im- 
mense grain crop of the country requires about 43,000 tons of twine, 
nearly all of which i is made from imported material. So that, in the 
effort to ‘* protect’’ probably 8,000 tons of American hemp and 1,50u,- 
000 pounds of American flax, a tax larger than the entire value of both 
these products is imposed on cotton and wheat, whose price to the pro- 
ducer is fixed in the foreign market, where they come in competition 
with cotton raised in India and wheat raised in foreign countries. 

Your committce have put all these fibers upon the free-list, thereby 
relieving the goods manufactured in America of the tax, amounting 
last year to $1,930,340 on raw material. It has also put on the free- 
list burlaps not exceeding 60 inches in width, none of which is made 
in America, and of which last year there was imported $3,260,117.40 
worth, upon which were levied and paid $978,035.22. It has reduiced 
the duties on all the manufactures from these fibers, so that, except 
on a very few articles, no duty is higher than 25 per cent., and some 
as low as15 per cent. The aggregate estimated reduction on this 
schedule is $4,766,846.88. 

Your committee feel assured that no industry will be injured by this 
reduction of taxation, while it will enable the American manufacturer 
to compete on equal terms with his rivals, will reduce the cost of pro- 
duction of cotton and wheat, and will cheapen to the consumer the goods 
which he must purchase. 

The duty on sugar is nearly a revenue tax, about 85 per cent. of it 
being purely a tax paid into the public Treasury; and all the sugars used 
in America are refined in thiscountry. Your committee desired, in re- 
ducing the revenue received from this source, not to endanger the profit- 
able production and refining of sugar here, and yet to prevent oppres- 
sion by trusts and combinations. After much consideration, we now 
recommend that the revenue received from sugar be reduced by reduc- 
ing the rates 20 per cent. 

This reduction of rates on all sugars above No. 13 will render possi- 
ble the importation of foreign réfined sugars, so as to prevent exorbitant 
prices and prgtect consumers against combinations. 

In the earthen and glass ware schedules we have’ made fair reduc- 
tions, the larger part of these articles, such as common earthenware 
and window-glass, being necessary articles of consumption by the great 
body of the people, and especially the laboring classes. Ornamented 
chin» «nd decorated earthenware we have reduced from 60 to 45 per 
cent.. common earthenware from 60 to 35 per cent., and window-glass 
from ©: and 106 to 62 and 68 per cent. 

In (he metal schedule the most important reduction is in steel rail- 
way | ars, which are now dutiable at $17 per ton, and by the proposed 
bill at “ll aton. Thisisa reduction of about 35 per cent. ad valo- 
rem. ‘his reduction will be of great value in promoting and cheapen- 
ing the construction of railroads and lowering the rates of transporta- 
tion of freight. Two years ago steel rails sold in this country at $27 
aton. The manufacturers during last year ran the price up to $40. 
The present price is $31.50. Last year 12,724 miles of railroad were 
constructed in the United States, which required 1,300,000 tons of 
rails. It is therefore patent that, by reason of the present exorbitant 
duty of $17 a ton, the manufacturers were able to raise the price more 
than $2.50a ton. They were therefore able to realize, over and above 
a legitimate profit, more than $11,000,000. 

This sum was an increase in the cost of construction, upon which the 
farmers must pay interest and dividends by way of increased freights 
upon their wheat, cotton, corn, and other products. The price of rails 
on board of ship in Liverpool last year was $21; adding freight, the cost 
of same without duty in this country was $23.50. The duty fixed by 
the committee, $11, would increase the price to $34.50, or $3 above the 
price for which American rails are now selling. It is therefore apparent 
that the rate of duty allowed by the committee is more than enough 
to compensate our manufacturers for the difference in cost between the 
American and foreign product. 

While we have been constrained to leave high duties on almost all 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


, 








OCTOBER 4, 


| the articles we have touched—duties higher than any necessity either 
of revenue or of difference of cost of American over foreign products 
required—we have felt that we ought to give some relief to other 
branches of industry not benefited by high duties imposed for private 
purposes. A large number of our people are interested in manufact- 
uring tin, and others in putting up meats, fish, fruit, vegetables, oils, 
and other articles in manufactures of tin. Many of these productsare 
exported and many consumed at home. During the last fiscal year 
there were imported into the United States 570,643,389 pounds of tin- 
plate, valued at $16,883,813.95, on which duties were paid amounting 
to $5,706, 433.89. 

We are informed that the value of the salmon caught in the Columbia 
River, Oregon, and canned and exported during the last fiscal year, 
amounted to nearly $2,000,000, while the lard that was canned and 
exported exceeded $14,000, 000, and the fruits and meats exceeded 
$4,000,000. We believe that the removal of the duty on tin-piate 
would reduce the cost of these and other canned goods now being ex- 
ported, and give to our people engaged in that trade such an advantage 
in the foreign market as would effectually overcome all competition, 
and enable them to hold the market and build up a large foreign trade. 

The exporter, under existing law, has a drawback of 90 per cent. of the 
| duty paid on tin-plate, but the repeal of the duty would give him the 
remaining 10 per cent., and enable him to sell so much lower and give 
him additional advantage over his foreign competitor. Besides this, 
the consumers of canned goods at home would obtain tiemata reduced 
price. 

The manufacture of tin cans is growing into an extensive industry 
in the United States. More than 150,000,000 cans are made per ,year 
in the city of Baltimore alone, while New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, 
and other Northern cities produce large quantities of articles manu- 
factured from tin-plate. 

We have placed cotton ties also on the free-list. The duties received 
from them during the last fiscal year were $121,098.99. Cotton is our 
largest exporting product. The price is so low, and has been fora 
number of years, that it hardly pays the cost of producing it, and the 
committee felt that it wasa proper subject for consideration while they 
were repealing taxes and reducing the surplus revenue of the Govern- 
ment. ‘To our farmers in the Middle and Northern States, engaged in 
raising hogs and selling their products, we have made salt free of duty 
and released revenues amounting to $676,865.50. To the people who 
are settling up the vast prairies of the West, inclosing their lands and 
building farm-houses, we have made lumber free, and removed duties 
amounting to $1,039, 207.35. 

The bill which the committee reports provides for the repeal of all 
restrictions on the sale of tobacco by the producer, and for the repeal 
of ail taxes on tobacco except on cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots, and 
of all privilege and license taxes except those for manufacturing and 
selling cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots. The repeal of special and priv- 
ilege taxes is also recommended. These taxes have been a fruitful 
source of the petty prosecutions which have crowded the Federal court 
dockets in some portions of the country. It is not believed that their 
retention is essential to the efficient collection of the revenue, and they 
should no longer be retained. 

The changes in the administrative features of the present law are 
fully shown by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated March 
14, 1888, and the reductions in the internal revenue will be shown by 
the letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, dated March 12, 
1#88, both of which are hereto appended. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., March 14, 1888. 


Sir: Mr. Talbott, clerk of your committee, has presented me copies, respect- 
ively, of the proposed bill ‘‘to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue,” and of the tables relating to the same, with 
the request that I communicate ‘to you ~ views as to probable effect the adop- 
tion of the administrative sections of the bill would have upon the revenue, and 
also that I cause the computations in the tables to be verified, and footings of 
the column of “ values’ therein to be made by experts in this Department. 

With regard to the effect sections 5 to 23 of the bill would have upon the rey- 
enue, I have to advise you as follows: 

1. The proposed substitute for section 2499 Revised Statutes would not, it is 
thought, affect the revenue one way or the other further than to prevent loss of 
duties by securing uniformity of action in the classification of merchandise. 

2. The tendency of the amendment to ‘‘ Schedule A,” respecting “anhydrous 
alcohol, ” etc., would be to restrict tmportations of the article. This would not, 
however, affect the revenue appreciably, as the importations are trifling in 
amount. 

3. The amendment to the free-list as to “articles of growth, produce, and 
‘manufacture of the United States,”’ etc., would not apparently a ect the rev- 
enue. 

4, Theamendment relating to ‘“ wearing apparel, personal effects,“ etc., would 
naturally result in an increase of revenue. But there is no definite basis for de- 
termining such increase. It would probably not fall short, however, of $500,000 

rannum., 

* While the effect of section 6 would be to increase the dutiable value of mer- 
chandise subject to ad valorem duties, its tendency, at the same time, would be 
to restrict speculative importations, which have been stimulated = the oppor- 
tunities for evasion afforded by the present law, as interpreted by the Supreme 
Court and construed by the Attorney-General. The section would not, there- 
fore, in my opinion, operate to increase materially, ifatall, the aggregate amount 
of revenue collected. 

No better illustration of the unreliability of mere individual opinions con- 
cerning the probable effect u spon the revenue of Ps legislation can be cited 
than the estimates given by the customs officers of the amount required to pay 
refunds due importers under the Oberteuffer decision, respecting coverings, and 
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the annual reduction of duties on this account. These estimates, as to the ‘ taining th act a t es \ s 
amount necessary to pay refunds, were from $3,000,000 to $5,000,000, while t * reduct ym this a we x d 3 ra 
annual reduction of duties was variously estimated at from 36,000,000 to $10,000,000" Che tenden l eff » 18 Wot 
It is now practically ascertained that the amount actually paid and to be ps ra ilent atlLempts e re 
as refunds covering a period of near three years will not ex« 1,000,000, while | est enforcer f tl iws. \ ‘ es 
the importations and revenue have largely increased, due ess ins ‘ from such 1 se 0 
measure to the opportunity for evasions as above stated. speculatiy tat ~ d 
6. Sections 7 and 8 are calculated to promoie orderly administratior th SE vere be ‘ 
convenience of importers, but will not, it is thought, have any sitive ¢« t i mitted ut 
upon the revenue, e can not s ed \ 
7. The effect of section 9 would be (1) to abolish the 10 per cent. addit al | which damage oe Oe ved ‘ ’ 
duty now collected (under sec, 2970, R.S.) on merchandise remaining in | i luties Collec a Chie \ . s 
more than one year, amounting approximately to $35,000 per annum; and (2) to mportation ¢ s ‘8 ee , ' 
reduce the revenue by reason of the assessment of duties on the quantity of | NOW Common, of Gamage s i t s ! w 
merchandise withdrawn from warehouse instead of on the quantity actualy | ¢#™ > allowances a w any ev 
. : } atte I to wy 
imported and entered originally, as required by existing law (sec 2983, R.S would affect the rev ‘ ‘ 
The amount of such reduction can not be estimated. It would certainly be would be to protect honest rn 
siderable, and might be very large. Thetendency of the proposed amendment I ime Ic se herewith copy t i ' \ 
would be to increase the volume of goods warehoused and the consequent lia- rested. With the exce . , . - 
bility of loss of duties thereon. printed, appear to arit 
8. There is nothing in sections 10 or 11 apparently calculated to affect the Respectfully, y« CS FAIRCHILD 
} revenue. Ifon. R. Q. Minis 
9. Section 12 abolishes fees collected on entry of merchandise only As thes« ch ( u 
fees are not separately reported to the Department, there is no ready means of i ’ 
Estimate of effect of proposed b ’ hased « 1887 
‘ i ‘ u 
Free-list. 
Values D l’resent i’ ! 
Pe ¢ I t 
Wood, salt, hemp, chemicals, metals, ete $61, 672, 120. 42 27.24 
TINE vaciitcatacsuevonacctdascsauseneneded evenseses 18, 206, 98 7 » 4 9. 60 
Total free-list 879, 1 ) 22 2 $ 
i] 
j Importations of 18s Ist 
Schedules (dutiable), 
I s une : 
Values Duties F : A 
I sed ‘ 
A. Chemicals a in iisieun some €5. 050 © > 216.78 : O79 7 77 . 
B. Earthenware and glassware... 10, 49 ) 20. 44 1. 756.2 6D. 96 19 
DD. FIR ovccsesereconecnvscsssenseceesees 16, 152 6, O7¢ 7 1. 480. 472 5 : 43 
i D. Wood and wooden ware SRO 260, 217. 95 47,587.18 4 GO} 29. 2 
be > Sugar.. rn 68, 897, 102. 27 45, 223, 513.73 11, 292, O87. 94 82. O4 6 
h F. Tobacco... 00 10, 064. 60 11, 502. 40 R157 3 
r G. Provisions... 3 7. 68 1, 380, 320. 92 31, 485. 0 52. 89 42 ¢ 
I. Cotton and cotton goods.... 2 5. 23 155, 9x, 28 77.610. 29 0,90 0 
? J. Hemp, jute, and flax goods. 17 05 4. 185. 954. 62 2 042. 355.79 7 24 
s K. Wool and woolens,.............c.scs000+- 42 7.04 16. 925. 861. 70 0. 581. 20 68. 92 6 
Ee M. Books, papers, etc...... Ol 10, 425. 35 6. 90 24. 40 : 
E N. Sundries... ae 11 Of 905, 795. 33 1, 079, 141. 0 44.42 { 
EE IN as ancisipeutlinhréneianieed clevtinnsebadébbeiedesens 178 72 117,663, 127.14 86, 132, 185. 40 31 41.74 65. 98 is 
Se Siti ika xeciind nviicsnvetonnaceeanen 3 : 22 505. 48 27.78 
I I a caudedadalnubuivonindased oudeadediitins vredactecebessbonosesses 2 86, 132, 185. 4 53, 720, 447. 22 4.16 
Total internal-revenue reduction..................... 24. 455, GOT. x 
ee I Ridicisdganeocanddackedesveihen ticcdadinincidenedutiess esincs vecnecseelesosesedbosouannsincsns  sbeonees 8, 176, 054. 22 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, March 12, 1888. 
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Estimated reduction of internal taxation under the provisions of “A bill to repeal 
. , pr I 
tain tobacco and other taxes, and to modify internal-revenue 


Total receipts from tobacco, fiscal year 1887 


1ws 


. $30, 108, 067 

















Dedwet clenve and ClATOUOS .ossecaecseoecesceeonnes.s $12. 157. 196 the Republican majority of the Senate committee, and give in a gen- 
Deduct special taxes manufacturers of cigars 55, 710 eral way the reasons I have for supporting the prin iples presented 
Deduct special taxes dealers in tobacco........ 514, 000 by the House bill. That bill is an earnest effort to reduce taxation 
ee «=— J 798 9G > . ae > 4 
racers by diminishing the cost of the raw materials used by American man- 
Receipts from proposed repealed sources, fiscal year 1887..............00 | ufacturers, so as to enable them to compete in the markets of t! 
The increase in the receipts of that part of the tobacco tax which this world with their foreign competitors who produce similar goods. It 
bill proposes to repeal during the first seven months of the current proceeds upon the recognized fact that raw materials are not « 
fiscal yearover the receipts for the corresponding period of the last sumed in that form, but are necessarv forthe production of com: 
oO : : } rte j ion 
fiscal year was $1,234,101, or 13 per cent. Assuming that this rate of | ities to which the industry of the e Gy ad : 
increase will continue to the close of the fiscal year, the receipts from | / SUSury OF Lhe country may be properly applied 
these objects of taxation would be increased ..........::c0.s0008ssesee ee | and it is an honest effort to reduce the cost to the American co! 
Special taxes retail liquor dealers, fiscal year 1887 ..............cccceereeereeee of the goods which they must necessarily have, retaining, far a 
Special taxes retail dealers in malt liquors, fiscal year 18%7...... | possible, such taxes as are imposed upon articles which the p 
Special taxes manufacturers of stills and stills manufactured, fiscal I : ; : - ; 
DORN EG weccmcntes astpminedobvesewces 3,721 | May use or not just as they please, and the proceeds of w! 
Add for assessed penalties.......... 41.758 | tion, less the cost of collection, reaches the Tre iry of l ted 
Add for interest clause in section 10, SAY................ccccceseeeseeeeeeeees 5,000 | States. It seeks to promote trade with ali the world, to 1 re and 
Total estimated reduction 4. 455.607 | build up our lost commercial marine, and thus exchange co wlitie 
2 ae . ; . xonle 9 1 fate and eanal terme 
JOSEPH S. MILLER, Commissioner. | Vith other people upon somewhst fair and equal terme. —_ 
Ihe struggle of the majority of the Senate Committee on |} 


THE VIEWS OF HON. JAMES B. BECK, OF THE MINORITY 
OF THE COMMITTEE. 

Not having seen the bill proposed by the Republican majority of 
the Finance Committee of the Senate until within the last few days, 
and having no idea what sort of report will accompany it, except 
that it is announced in the public press that it will contain an elabo- 
tate and bitter attack on the propositions and principles contained | 
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in the bill that came from the House of Representatives, and bein 


further advised that the views of the minority are expected to be 
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ready promptly, as the subject will be brought before t! 
soon, I can only enter my protest against the principles presented b 
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seems to be—its effect certainly is close our ports as far as p: 
ble against commerce from abroad, to make our people depend f 


their supplies upon the products of the machinery of the ho 


: aii 
ufacturer, by limiting and restricting their right to use mannufact 
ured articles to such as American producers furnish and at sa 
prices as they see fit to exact, the obvious effect being to surren: 
to other nations the trade and commerce of the outsi 
subject our exports to such extortions in freight charg by 
nations of foreign ship-owners see fit to exact. The & ti 
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lave no successful commerce, 
1e foreign trade, and no 
asts protected by the combi- 
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lorem rates simply means, no matter what pretenses 
l by the poor 
, rich, and that the people shall 
no reduction of taxation from the invention 
conomic processes made or devised, either at 
] ! st of the production of goods. 
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skill, and invention in cheapening production, 
ts $1, which only the poor buy, pays the 
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visit there to prepare a bill to guard against un- 

bridal veil Paris would pay no 

han the imitation article which cost $50. All that, how- 
the interest of wealth and 


costing $2,000 in 


the combinations of power, 


ne seem to be worthy of consideration by the majority of 


ttee. They need no ships, they need noecommerce, they 


imports which may compete with them, and they re- 
sell their goods at such prices as the people abroad will buy 
therefore the seas might as well, for their purpose, be 
instead of God-given highways for the world’s com- 

rht to plunder all our people is all they ask; that 

ject which the majority of the Finance Committee, 

1, endeavor to attain. 
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nted is not one of temporary tax ition. 
It is no lon 


turers are 


present. ger infant 

manufac stalwart 
the best in the world, and much 
and owned by foreigners, who 


cure 


i machinery equal 
m foreign 

the subsidy 
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; coufessed by the men engaged in the bagging con- 


nts show. 


y< ontrol this 


1achinery at 


market against foreign- 


Th 
! home control all foreign 


and with their 1 
arkets against our produc os. 
The R now confess in their platform and the measures 

the dvocate that they never intend that American goods shall be 

sent for sale into foreign markets, because they know that 

ground upon which 1 

din other countries, will continne for generations 

to come, so long indeed as the free lands of this continent are open 

to | ad settlers. Their affected interest in 
simply a false pretense ; their whole course has been opposed to the 
interests of labor, as shown from the time the high war tariffs were 
enacted and laws were passed by them for the importation of foreign 
labor from all parts of the earth at the lowest foreign wages, 
duty free, which allowed the employer of the foreign pauper laborer 
to follow his serfs out like a sleuth-hound if he dared to run away, 
and to sell his humble homestead over his head unless he worked for 
the pauper wages he had, in ignorance of our wage-rates, agreed 
while in Asia or Europe to take. The country is well advised of the 
desperate struggles they made to obtain and retain Chinese labor to 
the exclusion of American workmen. 
became so flagrant that even Republican Senators had to rise in the 

Senate and denounce their action. 

In 1882, during the discussion of the Chinese question, Senator 

John F. Miller, Republican, from California, said: 


The average Americar 


goods, 
publicans 
he 
in wages here ¢ 


mmeste 


contract 


irer is interested generally in two things, 
namely, the highest protective tariff, and the cheapest labor. * * It is not 
difficult to perceive the origin of that political economy which suggests high pro 
tective tariff and at the same time advocates the admission of servile laborers into 
this country withont limit. It means high prices for the products of manufacture 
and low prices for the labor which produces them; the aggrandizement of capital 
and the debasement of labor; greater wealth to the wealthy and greater poverty to 
the poor. 

Before the discussion on this bill closes, and I hope it will be full 
and exhaustive, the country will see how false their pretenses now 
are. No man has denounced high protective taxes or praised the 
low Democratic revenue tariff of 1846 and shown its advantages to 
all the interests of the country better or more elaborately than the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as the records show. 
Even the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae], in the Forty-second Con- 
gress (Globe, first session, No. 1, page 34), moved to put salt on the 
free-list, and expressed a desire (page 80) to have coal added to his 
proposition. The measure was passed by a vote of 147 to 47, and 
the amendment of Mr. Farnsworth to Mr. Hatn’s free-salt proposi- 
tion (page 90), made at Mr. HALr’s suggestion, making coal free, also 
passed by a vote of 130 to 57, many Republicans now in the Senate 


voting for both propositions. And notwithstanding the demand now | *seekin; 
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free tobacco in every form, when the Demo- 


crats of the Senate in 1883 were insisting upon a reduction of the 


| tobacco tax to 8 cents per pound the Republican party were almost 
ly agricultural and have to be | 
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And the distinguished Senator from Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN, opposed 


| the same proposition in language as strong as he knew how to em- 
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Senators on the other side may think from the vote—I can almost refer to it as a 
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Again he said: 
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And when on my motion the right was demanded to allow the pro- 
own product, it raised a storm of 
indignation among all the Republican Senators, who are now soclam- 
orous for the protection of the producers of tobacco, that a person who 
either listened to the debate or reads it now would suppose that the 

] by even allowing them the slight 


been ruined 
privilege which was given them by, the vot 1inly of the Demo- 


: ; ; | cratic party. 
by many others who appeared before the committee, as | I ' 


The pretense that they are going to aid chemists, machinists, and 


| others by giving them free alcohol is also a sudden conversion, be- 


cause every report that has been made by the Treasury Department 
from the time of Secretary Sherman to the present shows that any 
effort to do that would simply be the breaking down of all barriers 
against fraud in the collection of revenue on distilled spirits. It 
vould, however, have the effect which perhaps is desired by the 
Republican gentlemen who deny the existence of trusts, of giving 
the whisky trust of Peoria, Ill., the right to sell their alcohol at any 


: - | price they please free from all competition at home or abroad. 
American labor is : 


But I do not propose now to argue the details of the bill. That, 
as I have said, will be to the satisfaction of the country be- 
fore it leaves the Senate. I shall therefore confine myself to a gen- 
eral statement of the reasons why I support the measure as it came 
from the House, and oppose that as now presented by the majority 


done 


| of the Finance Committee. 


The President of the United States, in his letter of acceptance, has 


| stated the position of his party in regard to taxation and the prin- 


ciples that ought to govern it so clearly that I donot know how bet- 
ter to begin a statement of those principles than to quote a few ex- 
tracts from that letter. 

The President says: 

Our Government is the creation of the people, established to carry out their 
g It was founded on justice, and was made for 
free, intelligent, and virtuous people. It is only useful when within their con- 
tro], and only serves them well when regulated and guided by their constant touch. 
It is a free government because it guaranties to every American citizen the un- 
restricted personal use and enjoyment of all the reward of his toil and of all his 


| income except what may be his fair contribution to necessary public expense. 


ght but the duty of a free people in the enforce- 


Therefore it is not only the right 
I 


| ment of this guaranty, to insist that such expense should be strictly limited to 


the actual public needs. rfectly clear that when the Government, this 
instrumentality created and maintained by the people to do their bidding, turns 
upon them and through an utter perversion of its powers extorts from their labor 
and capital tribute largely in excess of public necessities, the creature has re- 
t are robbed by their servants. The cost 
of the Government must continue to be met by tariff duties collected at our cus- 
tom-houses npon imported goods, and by internal-revenue taxes assessed upon 
spirituous and malt liquors, tobacco, and oleomargarine. 

I suppose, too, it is well understood that the effect of this tariff taxation is not 
limited to the consumers of imported articles, but that the duties imposed upon 
such articles permit a corresponding increase in price to be laid upon domestic 
productions of the same kind, which increase, paid by all our people as consumers 
of home productions and entering every American home, constitutes a form of 
taxation as certain and as inevitable as though the amount was annually paid into 
the hands of a tax-gatherer. These results are inseparable from the plan we have 
adopted for the collection of our revenue by tariff duties. : 

And yet this is our condition. We are annually collecting at our custem-houses 
and by means of our internal-revenue taxation many millions in excess of all 
legitimate needs. As a consequence there now remains in the national Treasury 
a surplus of more than $130,000,000. No better evidence could be furnished than 


It seems pe 


to confine the reduction to taxes on banks, matches, and patent medicines. 
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the reason why that conference report s made as it was made, the reasot el 
by Mr. Morzi.t and Mr. Fessenden, was that the inte il tax had been raised, but 
that the moment that tax was reduced they would be in favor of reducing the cus- 
toms duties. That was understood when the re] 
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1823, and after struggling along until aboutthe middle of February 
without reaching the schedules in regard to sugar, cotton, or woolen 
goods, or indeed anything beyond the iron schedule, which it only 
partially considered, it abandoned allattempts to pass any measure, 


it resolved to get into conference with the Senate upon a bill which 
that body had passed in order to endeavor to secure advantages to 


tee, which the House, so far as it bad gone, refused to give them, 
anil which the Senate had in every form repudiated. The 
and the billof the House, which can be found in the document- 
rooms of both Houses, wil! verify this statement. The leading 
members of the House on the Democratic side denounced the pro- 
ceeding in every form, but without avail. A few extracts will illus- 
trate this. Mr, BLackBurn, of Kentucky, a member of the Com- 
mittee on Rules (see RECORD, page 3370), charged on the floor what 
the “ Keifer-Boynton” investigation has since verified, if any proof 
was needed when no man denied what he alleged. 

Unawilling— 

He said— 
to trust to a count, which, if common rumor is to be credited, has been carefully 


male; acount made upon a written agreement signed by members on the othe 
side, binding and obligating themselves to stand for this report and to stand for 


the motion of non-conenrrence ; though with care and particularity, as rumor has | 


it (and I doubt not correctly), you have taken time since the Kasson resolution 
was sent to the Committee on Rules, two weeks ago, to marshal yeur forces, to ob- 
ligate them in every monner that is binding, unless it be in open bond, with good 
and approved securities for the performance of the contract ; in the face of all this 
the majority side of the House dare not allow a motion, which is admitted under 
every parliamentary |.w, or parliamentary rule, or parliamentary p:actice ever 
known among civilized men. You dare not aliow a vote to be taken to concur in 
the Senate amendments to the text of the bill. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, said: 

It is a fraud upon parliamentary law 


a fraud upon all that is just and fair in 
our politics; it is revolutionary. 


Mr. House, of Tennessee, said: 


Itis an open, unblashing attempt to concoct, in a secret chamber of a packed 
conference committee, a tariff bill which the promoters of this movement know 
can not be passed upon the floor of this House under the rules which govern it. 
It is an attempt by an indefensible, arbitrary, revolutionary act to wrest from the 
representatives of the people the right of legislation; to tie their hands, and to 
deny them the poor privilege of lifting their voices against it. 

The House was not even allowed the privilege of agreeing with 
the Senate on the tariff bill passed by that body. The leading Re- 
publican members of the Senate, professing to be conferees on the 
part of the Senate, were only too anxious to get into the secret re- 
cesses of the conference committee chamber, not for the purpose of 
sustaining the action of the body they professed to represent, but 
for the purpose of annulling what had been deliberately decided 
upon, often by a yea-and-nay vote, in the Senate of the United States 
on many questions against their wishes. Time and space will not 
permit anything like a full history to be given of the outrages com- 
mitted in that conference committee. 

Late one night, just before the adjournment of Congress, when 
the conference report was brought into the Senate, and no explana- 
tion made as to its provisions, I endeavored to point out, and did 
point ont, many of the outrages committed in that conference re- 
port, by which the wishes of both Houses, deliberately expressed, 
had been violated. That speech will, perhaps, call the attention of 
Senators, when the debate on this bill comes up, to matters that even 
now require explanation; but there were many things, not then known 
to any Senator, concealed by the conferees, which subsequently came 
to light and developed the flagrant character of that so-called con- 
ference. Important clauses were added to the cotton and woolen 
schedules, increasing the tax upon whole classes of goods, which 
propositions had never been submitted to either House, or when sub- 
mitted to the Senate had been defeated by that body, because they 
never were before the House in any form. 

If Senators will take the trouble to look up the bill as it went to 
the conference committee, and examine it as it left that body, they 
will find in regard to cotton goods ‘increases far beyond anything 
that had been even suggested, embracing the most important classes 
of products in which New England was specially interested. 

In Schedule I, cotton goods, a new proviso was added, increasing 
the tax as follows: 

On all cotton cloth not exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, count” 
ing the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed: 
valued at over 8 cents per square yard; bleached, valued at over 10 cents per 
square yard ; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 13 cents 
per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

And in Schedule K, wool and woolens, the conference committee, 
in the ready-made clothing schedule, after ‘‘ clothing, ready-made, 
and wearing apparel of every description,” inserted the words ‘not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act,” and then inserted 
@ provision increasing taxation on the following goods: 

Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for ladies’ 
and children’s apparel, and goods of similar description, or ased for like purposes, 
composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other 
animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, 


is 2 component pe terial, 30 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 50 per cent. 
ad valwram. 
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| articles under the old law prior to March 3, 1883, 
| of March 3, 1883, which, instead of a reduction of from 20 to 25 per 
the protected interests through the action of the conference commit- | 
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The debates in both Houses will show that no suggestion was ever 
made looking to such increases as these. The result was that in- 


| stead of a reduction on cotton and woolen goods, Hon, Joseph Nimmo, 
| jr., Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, on March 10, 1884, furnished 
and by devices which were confessed at the time to be revolutionary | 


Congress with an official statement of the duties upon the leading 
3, and under the act 


cent., shows large increases in the manufactures of wool, cotton, 


| earthenware, and china beyond what existed before the law was 
debates | 


passed, 
The table is as follows: 


Values of imports of dutiable merchandise entered for consumption in the 
United States, with the amount of duty and the ad valorem rate of duty 
collected during the following perigdy during the six months ended De- 
cember 31. 


Under the old law—1882. 


Articles. ee 
| Ad valorem 
irate of duty 
collected. 


Duty col- 
lected. 


Per cent. 

$111, 266, § | 42. 65 
23, 180, 59) | 52.17 
12, 713, 996 39. 12 


All dutiable merchandise 
Sugar and melada.... 
Iron and steel and manufé 
Wool: 

Clothing . 

Combing 

Carpet 
Manufactures of wool.... 
Manufactures of cotton 
Manufactures of silk 
Earthen and china ware 
Glass and glassware 
Spirits and wines 


$260, 856, 237 
44, 432, 311 
82, 499, 426 


1, 210, 689 | 671, 415 55. 46 

35, 123 | 67, 839 50,19 

3, 505, 980 | 974, 202 27. 79 

22, 400, 387 , 945 66. 71 
14, 967, 850 | 5, 629, 658 37. 61 
19,999,119 | 11,728,469 58. 69 
4, 423, 146 1, 896, 705 42.88 

4, 271, 305 2, 327, 660 54 49 

5, 203, 625 8, 706, 142 71,22 

511, 772 227, 370 44.43 





Increase + 


Under act of March Decrease -— 


Articios. Ad va- | 


lorem 
y | 7a- 

rate of Value. | = 
duty col cco, 
lected. 

| 


Duty col- 


Value. lected. 


| Per cent Pr. cent. 
40. 91) —$24, 958,128, — 1.74 
49.40) + 2, 368, 360, — 2.77 


$96, 514, 136 
23, 121, 601] 


All dutiable merchandise $235, 898, 109 
Sugar and melada 46, 800, 671 
Iron and steeland manu- 
factures thereof 
Wool: 
Clothing 
Combing 


23, 698, 937| 7, 924, 225] - — 8, 800, 489 
| 

1, 073, 311 44.73] + 1, 188, 826] 
267,704 43 43) 420, 354| 


2, 399, 515 i 
+ 

1, 087, 094 25.02] + 839, 405) 
+ 


615, 677 
4, 345, 385 

22, 064, 512 
12; 067, 631 
21, 226, 252 
8, 824, 951 

3, 943, 197 

2, 945, 001 

490, 315 


Manufactures of wool... 
Manufactures of cotton . 
Manufactures of silk .. | 
Earthen and china ware. 
Glass and glassware 
Spirits and wines........ 
Malt liquors. ...-+-..0++- 


15, 202, 183 68. 90) 835, 875| 

4, 835, 714) 40. 07) 2, 900, 219 

10,617,057} 49.83] + 1, 287,133 

1, 839, 363] 47. 85| 598, 195 

2 187, 362 55.47} — 328, 108) + . 

2, 659, 312} 90. 30] — 2, 258, 624) +19. 
235, ex 48.10] — ' 21,457, + 3.6 





JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., 
Chief of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Statistics, March 10, 1884. 


Even before the bill went into conference the cotton schedule, 
under the manipulations of the New England manufacturers, had 
been so changed that Senator SHERMAN had to confess: 

The classification is so changed that none but an expert can understand it. 


And in regard to the same matter, Senator ALLISON said in the Sen- 
ate Chamber, on the 3d day of February, 1883 (see Recorp of that 
date, page 2030): 

Now I want to say one word in regard tothe Tariff Commission report upon the 
cotton schedule. The truth is that the Tariff Commission did not examine this 
cotton matter at all; it may as well be said on the floor of the Senate; nor did 
they make this schedule that is called the Tariff Commission report schedule. It 
was made by a cotton manufacturer from Boston with an expert appraiser in 7% 
York, and the Tariff Commission accepted it. When the knowledge of that fac 
came tome [ had no particular faith in the Tariff Commission report on this cot- 
ton schedule, and therefore I examined it as best I could for myself, hearing the 
witnesses, reading the testimony, and hearing people who I supposed knew some- 
thing about it, and in whom I had faith. 


When the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] asked him what faith 
there was to be placed in their report on anything else, after such 
conduct as that was developed, Mr. ALLISON answered— 

I do not choose to express my opinion of their report or anything else. 

Much light was thrown upon this subject by a controversy that 
sprung up between Senator SHERMAN and Senator MorrRILL. Mr. 
SHERMAN had published an elaborate interview in the Commercial 
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Gazette, of Cincinnati, dated March 14, 1883, in which, among othe 
things, he said: 

The truth is, ther ts 2 grave fault in constituting the committee on the 7 
ofthe Senate. The two members of the Finance Committee tr New | 


were put on the conference committee, when, by custon and { ‘ 

Jonts, of Nevada, should have been a member, or, if he decli M \ 

The result was that these two New England Senators controlled the conf e 
and they were known to be opposed to the duty on wool and in! fan 


on woolen and cotton goods. 

During the debate in the Senate Mr. SueRMAN insisted that the 
rates upon ey 
passed the Senate, and of course he regarded the increase made in 
the conference, which, as I said before, the Senate knew 
about until after Congress had adjourned, as 
guage in the debate being: 


as th 


voolen goods especially were too high, even 
nr i = 


nothing 


an outrage; his lan 


That about one-half of the cost of these woolen goods is in the cost of t! 
material.the wool, and the other half is the cost of manufacture. Take, theref 
a Jot of these goods; suppose that the value of the goods imported is $1,000, and 
one-half of that is the cost of the wool, and the other half is the cost of m «nut 





ure. The duty on $500, the cost of the wool, has already been fully com] d 
for and more than compensated for by the specific duty. Then, as to the s 
levied, not as 40 percent. of the 2500, the cost of manufacture, which is all the mau 


ufacturer puts upon it, but the dutv is levied at 40 per cent. on the thousand, thus 


giving him a protection of $400, or 80 per cent. on the cost of manufacture. [tseems 
to me that is too large, that the relative duties upon wool and woolen goods |r 


unequal and unfair. 

And in the interview above referred to he repeated bis charges 
of improper conduct against his co-conferees from New England, 
saying: 

By the new tariff the whole reduction falls on the wool-grower. Itis true there 
is a redaction of the specific duty on woolens equal to the reduction on wool, but 
that only leaves the manufacturer in statu quo, while the former loses one fifth of 
his protection. The protective duty of 35 per cent ad valorem in favor of the 
manufacturer remains unchanged, and in important branches is changed to 40 per 
cent.; afd the classification is so changed that none but an expert can anderstand 
it. Even in the conference committee additional duties were put on both cotton 
and woolen goods of certain grades, far in advance of existing law. The wool- 
growers, who did not understand in the beginning what was going on, felt, and 
still feel, no doubt, that their interests were sacrificed by a reduction of duties on 
wool without a corresponding reduction on wvolens, and with an absolute increase 
on some grades. 


And in that same interview he expressed not only his disgust at the 
advantage which the New England conferees had obtained over 


The duty ought to be in proportion to the manufact 


ires. 
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him, but his regret that, having no Democratic conferees to trouble | 


them, they had not fixed upa bill to suit themselves, regardless of 
their responsibility to the Senate or the wishes of either house. 
answer to the newspaper correspondent clearly proves this: 

CORRESPONDENT. What effect upon the conference had the withdrawal of Sena- 
tors Bayard and BECK! 

Senator SHERMAN. | can not sav that it had any, except to enable the conferees 
to patch up a little the iron schedule, as I have already stated. But their with- 
drawal gave the Republican conferees the opportunity of reporting and propos- 
ing a thoroughly protective tariff bill, just and harmonious in all its rates, 

Again he said: 

The conferees would not take this responsibility, and accordingly left the rates 
named and some others palpably unjust, and have opened the door to contests in 
the future. If these errors had been corrected the bill would have received every 
Republican vote in the Senate. The struggle over the bill proved that the Demo- 
cratic party was bostile to the policy of protection, though occasionally a Demo- 
cratic Senator voted with us to protect his localindustry. The system muststand 
or fall with the Republican party. We might, in the way stated, have made a 
square political issue, which I always prefer to do rather than to lean on my polit 
ical adversaries for occasivnal votes. 

Mr. MORRILL answered Mr. SHERMAN, in a labored article, dated 
April 28, and published in the New York Tribune. He confesses and 
avoids the truth of the charges. His main defense is that Mr. Suer- 
MAN was as deep in the mud as he was in the mire. Both did their 
best to show their want of due respect for the expressed will of the 
Senate, although neither of them had any right to undertake the 
task of sustaining the action of the body that appointed them, unl+ss 
they were determined to maintain and uphold its action by every 
honorable means, whether they approved it or not. It is painfully 
apparent from their own statements that neither of them either did 
so or attempted to do so. Mr. MORRILL says: 


The distinguished Senator is a remarkably cool and sagacious man, but he was | 
evidently in a pet, and by this time he will regret some of bis rather exaggerated | 


and hasty statements. He criticises the fact that two members of the conference 
committee were from New England, and would seem to indicate that this brought 
to bear a malign sectional influence, forgetiing that two of the members of the 
conference committee were from the State of Ohio alone, and peceens, too, sensi- 
tively remembering that the large increase of duties on plain white crockery-ware 
had never been insisted upon in the Senate by New England. 

Again, he says: 

Bat the Senator complains that the duties on woolens were raised in the confer- 
ence committee; so they were ou pig and bar iron. 

Again, he says: 

Only a proviso was inserted in the conference committee by which a special 


class of cotton cloth should be subject to a duty of 40 per cent., which is the same 
or a little less than the existing law. 


And adds: 


This is not much above the rate fixed on pig-iron, and can hardly be called a 
local favor. 

These interviews show that the conferees, so called, paid no sort 
of respect to the wishes of the two Houses. They made the tariff 
which we are now cursed with to suit themselves. One accuses the 


other of increasing the burdens on cotton and woolen goods, and the 
other retaliates by charging his accuser with having increased the 


| 
| 
| 


| 


i 


| 
| 
| 





taxes on earthenware, } ind bat , and ot] tl Y r the 
schedule wl es ul over and overa ited 
he atten il to i i 
Mr. MORRILI 
i Ss T t t 
‘ S i i 
cen “6 cine R s 
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»anpI ng t I vo ‘ 
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t as TX as a saw I ) é 

He was right in saying that— 

A rest« t sed a l : 
promising 

rhe Senate bill had passed on the 22d day of I rual \ 
of 42 to 19, yet the conference report was pa Lbya eo 
32 to 31. 

[ hope these articles in the Commercial Gazette and T1 
of which are on file in tl Library of Congress 
studied, as they throw mach light upon the spirit that ted 
the Senate conferees. When they are examined the co will 
not appreciate the remark made by the Senator from Ohio on the 
floor of the Senate, within the last few weeks, that the a¢ of 
the Democratic Senators in refusing to take part in that conference 
was the most cowardly act he had ever known. The refusal w 
simply a protest by Democrats against being used to give count 
nance to or asemblance of acquiescence in what was known to be an 
effort to overrule the action of the Senate, and not to susta { 

Mr. MORRILL might very well observe in this interview that the 
restoration of these duties even in such a conference committee was 
an unpromising risk, because if Senators had known half of what 


had been dene against their known wishes by their own couferees 


instead of the bill being passed, as it was, by a vote of 32 to 31, it 
would have been defeated by an overwhelming majority, and th. 
condemnation of the conference would have been too pronounced 


even for them to have ventured into the newspapers te quarrel over 
their action. Perhaps the worst part of their conduet 
ferred to by either of them, and that 
sugar. 

‘The House had never acted upon that schedule, as their bi 
but the Senate had in the most emphatic manner determined that 
the tax on sugar between No. 13 and No. 16 Dutch standard should 
not exceed $2.40 per 100 pounds. It had fixed the tax on su 


vas uot re 


was in regard to the duties on 


var under 

No. 13 Dutch standard at asatisfactory rate; but that class of sug 
| was simply raw material for the refiner, not being used in any form 
except by them, and $2.40 was, by a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate, 
as is shown by the Recorp, after full discussion, fixed as the prope: 


tax upon sugar between 13 and 16 Dutch standard. Mr. Morris 
and others protested that it was too low, and that forei 
iiors would interfere with domestic refiners. 


yn coup 


Some of us who had strongly urged $2.40 as a proper rate, believir 
that it might possibly cripple our domestic refiners in their ‘ 
tions, agreed to $2.50, after being assured by Senators on the other 
side, especially by Senator MORRILL, that $2.50 per hundred would 
be entirely satisfactory. I hope the record of that debate will be 


turned to. It will be found on pages 2548 to 2555 of the Recoupn of 
that session. Yet the conference committee deliberately increased 


the rate of taxation upon imported sugar between 13 and 16 to $2.75 


per hundred, thereby giving to the sugar refiner an absolute monop- 
oly of the sugar-refining business. They thus laid the teundation 
for the trusts which have been so much and so justly complained of 
by the country against the domestic refiners of sugar. That act on 
the part of the Senate conference, which was not only wholly m 
justitiable and unwarranted but in vivlation of pledges they had 
given, has cost the consumers of sugar in this country not less than 
$3,000,000, while the fact that they had made such a change in the 
conference committee was carefully concealed from the Senate, a 
the record will show. 

In the face of facts like these, and these are only the outlines, it is 
absurd for the Republican leaders to contend that they ai Vv pay 
ing or ever have paid any regard to the interests of the t payers 
or the consumers of the country. 

Of course, after the passage of that act, the surplus revenue con 
tinued to accumulate in the Treasory until all the bonds that could 
be paid at par were paid off. Not less than $700,000,000 in excess of 
all the requirements of the sinking fund was paid inther ption 
of the principal of the public debt, yet there is at this time almost 
enongh idle money in the Treasury to pay off every dollar that can 
be paid off antil 1907, when the last of our indebtedness, amounting 
to a fraction over $700,000,000, matures, and we are compelled by 
law to-day either to lock np the surplus money iw the Treasury or to 


pay to the bolders of our bonds any premium they see fit to ask in 
order to keep the money of the people in circulation for their 1 


We are now absolutely atthe mercy of any combination the bone 
holders may make. There is no longer even a decent pretext f 
the maintenance of any law providing for a sinking fand, which n 
exceeds $50,000,000 a year, as no man will pretend that made 
any agreement to pay the bondholder one dollar of premium upon 
the bonds he holds; yet the premium upon the 4 percents has in- 
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‘ he ] months from 124 to 130, and as time goes on 
ase, and the Republican candidate for the 
Py his tter of eptance, is urging and demanding 
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1 orms of all 

: r Republican iventions have demanded that taxation should 

to the amount needed for revenue, only asking that 

it iimiut it should be adjusted so as incidentally to protect 

A} \ nufacturing in tries and the labor employed therein 

I need not quote from them. The facts I state can not be success- 

denied, as the former platforms have been made part of the 

record time and again in the debate in the House of Representatives 
( wi 

bills now presented by the respective political organizations 


infinitely more important in the principles they represent than 
in the amount of taxation they propose to remove measured merely 
in money. The Democrats seek cautiously and prudently to reduce 
all taxation to the revenue standard, so as to take from the people 
othing except for public uses and purposes, and only such an amount 
as is needed to support an economically administered Government, 


at the same time taking care that no injury is done to any domestic | 


industry, even though unduly stimulated by protection, on whose 
success the employment of any considerable portion of our own peo- 
ple depends. ‘They seek to aid our manufacturers, by cheapening, 
wherever it is possible, the raw materials from which finished prod- 
ucts are made, so that the markets for them may be enlarged and 
extended to other countries, and steadier employment, which ex- 
tended sales necessarily give, be furnished to those who produce them. 
We seek thus to enable all of our people to obtain what they need or 
those products with a less expenditure of the money they have earned 
1 their various occupations than they can now. 

I'he Democratic party will cease to exist whenever it fosters mo- 
nopoly, or legislates to enrich the few out of the hard earnings of 
the many, or in any way promotes class legislation. Its object and 
purpose is,always has been, andalways must be, tooppose all schemes, 
however specious, and all legislation, however plausible, that takes 

16 money earned by one class of citizens and gives it to another. 


Of course it can never command the support of the combinations of 


wealth that seek to enrich themselves by law out of the earnings of 
other people; therefore it has no promises of special advantages to 
make to its supporters. It can only appeal to the manhood of men 
to stand by and support a political organization pledged to secure 
to them equal rights and privileges with all other men, and to re- 
sist all the combinations organized to obtain by legislation undue 
advantage over their fellow-citizens. 

If the Republic is to last and realize the hopes of its founders, it 
must be on the basis of securing equal rights to all, granting exclu- 
sive privileges to none. Every department of the Government must 
be limited to the just exercise of the powers specially granted to it, 
and each Representative, whether of States or people, must be made 
to recognize the fact that this Government is only a trustee, with 
limited powers, and that he is only the servant of the people who 
place him where he is and pay him for his work out of their earn- 
Ings. 

It can not be too often repeated that this Government is simply a 
trustee, and has not, and can not, get a dollar except what it takes 
by taxation in some form or other, directly or indirectly, from the 
people who earn it; that one legitimate industry is as honorable and 
as much entitled to protection as another; and that all taxes shall 
be uniform, and must be imposed to pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States. All 
our courts, State and Federal, have decided that all taxation must 
be confined to public uses and purposes, in terms so emphatic, and 
with such clearness of statement and aptness of illustration that no 
strength can be added by amplification to what they have so repeat- 
edly decided. 

I have given extracts and references to these decisions elsewhere 
in this report which prove the truth of my assertions, that taxation, 
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all class legislation, whether in 





form of protec tion o1 subsidy, 














which takes by taxation from the people the money they have earned, 
| or deprives them of the right to use it to the best advantage to them- 
selves in procuring what th ed, in order to enr a favored 
lass ralized robbery. ‘The voters of the country will have to 
li » question betw the contending parties this fall, whether 
they want to do so or not. The is made, and has cor to stay. 
can be neither avoided ri ed; it looks to a permanent policy 
on on ba ~ :oO hie A il Republ an party has m ved 101 ward 
with rapid 1itsa rt of the power of Congress and its 
right to impose taxes for other than public 1 . They no longer 
hesitate to avow their pr to force all the consumers of home- 
made man foods to } in} ice home producers or, mo 
re] ome-m } ( I 1, y taxing all similar go 
made elsewhere so high as to prohibit our people from buying the: 
under the pretense that t are protecting the ‘‘ home market.” O 
protect the home seller and thus rob the hom 
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At las for t the An can people are d 
: ; iS : : 
called upon, each man for hit tor ide whether the sovez 
about which so muchi Ll and so little is understood, exists in the 


individual citizen or in the Congress of the United States. They 
will, this fall, settle the question, for this generation at least, as con- 
clusively as the late civil war settled the question of secession, 
whether this is a government of the people, by the people, and for 
the general welfare of all, or whether it is a paternal government, 
to be conducted and controlled by Congress to promote such objects 
and purposes as the majority in Congress from time to ti 
termine to fasten on the country. 

The contest will be none the less earnest because it is waged with 
ballots instead of bullets, and the result will be none the less con- 
clusive because of its peaceful character. Both parties have put forth 
candidates worthy of the support of those who advocate the prin- 
siples they represent, and both sides are organizing, Iam happy to 
say, through national, State, and local clubs, so as to bring out the 
fall strength of their respective organizations. 

The questions at issue are as old in principle as the establishment 
of civil government among men. On the one side will be arrayed, 
as they always have been, all the organizations and combinations 
of capital and power that seek wealth by legislation, and especially 
those who demand from Congress protection by tariff taxation against 
competition with goods produced abroad, in order that the Ameri- 
can consumers of the goods they produce here may be compelled to 
pay them the prices they demand for the goods they make. On tho 
other side will be arrayed those who deny the power of Congress to 
grant special privileges to favored classes at the public expense, 
and who claim that all taxation of the people by their representa- 
tives, in whatever form imposed, must be for public purposes, and 
that it can be imposed only to the extent necessary to support an 
economically administered government. 

Of course there is a large class of voters—far more than enough 
to determine which party shall win—who, up to this time, have not 
studied carefully the propusitions involved. My hope is that the dis- 
cussion all over the country this fall will convince the people tha 
their true interests will be best promoted by the success of the Democ- 
racy. 

Perhaps it is fortunate that the public mind rarely grasps with 
vigor more than one great public question at a time. When its 

ingle vital issue, it ordinarily suc- 
ceeds in sifting it thoroughly and in separating the grain from the 
chaff. ‘‘Everybody is wiser than anybody,” because everybody’s 
interest is that equal justice shall be meted out to all, and that un- 
equal or exclusive privileges shall not be granted to favored classes. 
Happily for the country there is nothing to distract the public mind 
from the calm and deliberate consideration of the great issue which 
the P: vsident of the United States deemed so far-reaching and over- 
shadowing as to make it the sole subject to which he directed the 
attention of Congress in his last annual message, a few extract 
from which I propose to quote. The opening sentences are as fol- 
lows: 





» mew a 
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To the Congres ; of the United States 
You are confronted at the threshold of your legislative duties with a conditic 


of the national finances which imperatively demands immediate and careful con 


sideration. 


| 


The amount of money annually exacted, through the operation of present laws 
from the industries and necessities of the people largely exceeds the sum neces 
sary to meet the expenses of the Government. 

When we consider that the theory of our institutions guaranties to every cit- 
izen the full enjoyment of all the fruits of his industry and enterprise, with only 
such deduction as may be his share towards the careful and economical maint 
nance of the Government which protects him, it is plain that the exaction of more 
than this is indefensible extortion and a culpable betrayal of American fairness 


to be legal or even honest, must be for public purposes only, and that and justice. This wrong iuflicted upon those who bear the burden of national 
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within a year or two after its passage. This power can as readily be emploved 
againat one class of individuals and in favor of another, so as to ruin the one class 
and give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is no implied lim- 
itation of the nses for which the power may be exercised. To lay with one hand 
the power of the Government on the property of the citizen, and with the other 
to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build up pri- 
vate fortunes, is none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of law 
and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree under legislative 
forms. Nor is it taxation. 

‘A tax,’ says Webster's Dictionary, ‘is a rate or anm of money assessed on the 
person or property of a citizen by government for use of the nation or State.’ 
‘Taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the legislatare upon persons or prop 
erty to raise money for public purposes.’ Coulter, J., in Northern Liberties vs. 
St. John’s Church. saya very forcibly: ‘I think the common wind bas everywhere 
taken in the understanding that taxe< are a public imposition, levied by authority 
of the Government for the purpose of carrying on the Governmént in all its ma- 
chinery and operation s—that they are imposed for a public purpose.’ ’ 

In that case he calls attention to a very large number of authorities. Judge 
Miller says further: 

‘If it be said that a benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of avy other business or pursuit which em 
ploys capital or labor. The merchant, the mechanic, the innkeeper, the banker, 
the bnilder, the steam-boat owner, are equally promoters of the public good, and 
equally deserving the aid of the citizens by furced contributions. No hne cen be 
drawn in favor of the manuf»cturer which would not open the coffers of the public 
treasury to the importunitics of two-thirds of the business men of the city or 
town.” 

The supreme court refer with approbation to cases decided from the State of 
Maine, embracing exactly the same principle, that whether taxation isin the 
form of a direct tax or in any other form, it makes no difference ; whenever prop- 
erty may be seized or levied on to enfoice the payment of the burden imposed on 
property it is as much atax in one form as in another, and all men whose opin- 
ions are entitled to any respect admit that the tariff is nothing buta tax. but 
when it is imposed for revenue purposes I agree that it is constitution«1; when it 
is laid for subsidy or the protection of special interests, 1 insist it is unconstitu- 
tioval, null, and void. In that I am fully sustained by the very able opinions by 
all the judges of the State of Maine, delivering opinions seriatim when questions 
were propounded to them by the State Legislature. (See 58 Maine Keports, page 
500, ete.) The leading question was: 

“Has the Legislature authority under the constitution to pass laws enabling 
towna, by gift of money or loan of bonds, to assist individuals or corporations tu 
establish or carry on manufacturing of various kinds within or without the limits 
of said towns?” 

The judges took up the question submitted to them. Among other things, the 
three judges who signed the first opinion, Chief-Justice Appleton, Judge Walton, 
and Judge Danforth, used language some of which I will read. They said: 

‘Taxes are the enforced proportional contribution of each citizen out of his 
ostate, levied by authority of the state for the support of the government and tor 
all public needs. They are the property of the citizen taken from the citizen by 
the government, and they are to Se disposed of by it. 

‘There is nothing of a public nature any more entitling the manufacturer to 
public gifts than the sai or, the mechanic, the lamberman, or the farmer. Our 
Government is based upon equality of rights. All honest employments are hon- 
orable. The State can not rightfully discriminate amoug occupations, for a dis- 
crimination in favor of one branch of industry is a discrimination adverse to all 
other branches. The State is equaily to protect all, giving no undue advantage 
or special and exclusive preference to any.” 

That opinion of the judges of Maine is a complete answer to the arguments made 
by leading Republican Senators, that if there was norevenue required, po pension 
list, no Army, no Navy, they would still protect manufactures, and would exact 
taxes by legislation from the mass of the people for the benefit of private parties, 
in order to enable them to sell goods at high prices so that they may carry on their 
business protitably. The judges of Maine proceed to say : 

“No public exigency can require private spoliation fur the private bencfits of 
favored individuals. Ifthe citizen is neaneubed in his property by the Constitution 
against the public, much more is he against private rapacity.”’ 

Congress has only tomake one more turn of the protection wheel andesmake the 
tax for the benefit of the now highly protective monopolies absolutely prohibitory. 
Will any Senator say that if the Congress of the United States shall pass av act 
providing that ‘in order to encourage Andrew Carnegie and his associates,” who 
are already protected by patents against all the people of the United States, “ we 
will prohibit the introduction of foreign Beasemer steel rails into the United 
States,”’ that the courts would not declare that act unconstitutional? Yet we 
have very nearly done it. The chances are that it will soon becume a prohibitory 
tax atgld4aton Again the court say, and I hope what they say may be carefully 
considered by the people : 

“If it were woempae’ to pass an act enabling the inhabitants of the several towns 
by vote to transfer the farms or the horses or oxen, or a part thereof, from the right- 
ful owners to some manufacturer whom the majority might select, the monstrous- 
ness of such proposed legislation would be transparent. But the mode by which 
property would be taken from one er many and given to another or others can 
make no difference in the underlying principle. It is the taking that constitutes 
the wrong, no matter how taken. Whether the cow or the ox be taken from the 
unwilling owner and given to a manufacturer, or the gift be of money obtained by 
a sale made by the collector, or by the payment of the tax to avoid such sale, does 
not and can not change the principle. In either case the cow or the ox or the 
value thereof is taken from the owner and is given away by others without tie 
owner’sconsent. If apart of one’s estate may be given away, another and another 
portion may, upon the same principle, be given away uutil allis gone. What is 
this but manifest and undisguised spoliation?" 

Each of the other judges gave substantially the samo opinion, in different lan- 
Eaase, of course; but each of them pronounced it legislative robbery, their language 

eing quite as denunciatory as any used on this floor by any of us. Judge Dick- 
erson uses this language : 

“What claim bas manufacturing to sach preference over other branches of in- 
dustry, commerce, trade, agriculture, and the mechanic arts? These are honora- 
ble and beneficial pursuits, and the constitution of this State will be searched in 
vain to find any powers given to the Legislatare to authorize towns and cities to 
discriminate against these employments and in favor of manufa- ‘turing in the mat- 
ter of taxation. If municipal corporations may assess a tax upon their citizens 
by authority of law to encourage one, it may each and all the branches of neces- 
sary industry, and the question is reduced to this: Has the Legislature the con- 
stitutional authority to authorize the towns and cities in this State to tax their in- 
habitants for the purpose of aiding, establishing, or carrying ov, not ouly manu- 
facturing properly so called, but also farming, sbip-building. trading, taakerping, 
printing, banking, insurance, and any other branch of beneficial industry ?” 

When another case came up afterwards, which is reported in 60 Maine, “Allen 
ve. Inhabitants of Jay,” the chief-justice decided a similar question. ‘The authori- 
ties, under ap act of the Legislature, had attempted to grant aid to a manufact- 
uring company, or to a saw-mill that was about to be established. The judge said 
in that case : 

‘Taxation, by the very meaning of the term, implies the raising of money for 
public uses, and excludes the raising if for private objects and purposes. ‘I con- 
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cede,’ says Black, C. J., in Sharpdess vz. Mayor, 21 Pennsylvania, 167, ‘that a law 
authorizing taxation for any other than public purposes is void.’ ‘A tax,’ re- 
marks Green, C. J., in Camden vs. Allen, 2 Datch., 839, ‘is an impost levied by au- 
thority of government upon its citizens or subjects for the support of the state.’ 

‘***No authority or even dictum can be found.’ observes Dillun, C. J., in Hanson 
vs. Vernon, 27 Iowa, 28, ‘which asserts that there can be any legitimate taxation 
when the money to be raised does not go into the public treasury, or is not des- 
tined for the use of the government or some of the governmental divisions of the 
state.’ 

“If there is any propesition about which there is an entire and uniform weight 
of judicial authority, it is that taxes are to be imposed for the use of the people 
of the state in the varied and manifold parposes of government, and not tor pri- 
vate objects or the special benefit of individuals, Taxation originates from and 
is imposed by and for the state. 

* The idea seems to be that thereby eapital would be created. But such is not 
the case. Capital is the savingof pa-t earnings ready tor productive employment. 
The bonds of a town may enable the holder to obtain money by their transfer, as 
he might do by that of anv good note. But no capital is thereby created. It is 
only a transfer of capital from one kind of business to another. 

* The industry of each man and woman engaged in productive employment is 
of ‘ benefit’ to the town in which such industry is employed. This can be pred- 
iecated of all useful labor, of all productive industry. But because all useful 
labor, all productive industry, conduces to the public benefit, does it follow that 
the people are to be taxed for the benefit of one man or of one special kind of 
manufacturings ? 

“The sailor, the farmer, the mechanic, the limberman, are equally entitled to 
the aid of coerced loans to enable them to carry on their business with Messrs. 
Hutchins & Lane. Our Government is based on equality of right The state can 
net discriminate among occupations, for a discrimination in favor of one is a dis- 
crimination adverse to all others. While the stateis bound to protect all, itceases 
to give that just protection when it affords undue advantages, or gives special 
and exclusive preferences to particular individuals and particular and special in- 
dustries at the cost and charge of the rest of the community. 

‘* Where is the difference between the coerced contribution of the tax-gatherer to 
be loaned t» individuals for their benefit and those of the conqueror from the in- 
habitants of the conquered country?” 

1 can add nothing to strengthen the emphatic condemnation pronounced by the 
highest judicial authorities of the land against all schemes of taxation and all de- 
vices and pretexts whereby either manufacturing or other favored interests are 
sought to be subsidized, protected from competition, or built ap by taxation im- 
posed upon the people for their benefit. 


Every utterance applies with full force on the position now as- 
sumed by the Republican party in its platform on the measure be- 
fore the Senate. 

The leading statesmen of the country have always reprobated the 
taxation of all the people in the interests of favored classes. Mr. 
Webster, in the great debate in the House in 1224, said: 

Gentlemen tell us that they are in favor of domestic industry; soamI. They 
would give it protection ; so would I. But then ail domestic industry is not con- 
fined to manufactures, The employments of agriculture, commerce, and naviga- 
tion are all branches of the same industry; they all furnish employment for 
American capital and American labor. Ard when the queation is, whether new 
duties shall be laid for the purpose of giving further encunragement to particular 
manufactures, every reasonable man must ask himself both whether the proposed 
new encouragement be necessary and whether it can be given without injustice 
to other branches of industry. 

These are questions which the American people are at last begin- 
ning to consider very carefully. 

Mr. Webster further said: 

I will now proceed, sir, to state some objections in a more general nature to the 
course of Mr. Speaker's observations. He seems to me to a: gue the question as 
if all domestic industry were confined to the production of manufactured articles; 


_as if the employment of our own capital and our own labor, in the occupations of 


commerce aud navigation, were not as emphatically domestic industry as any other 
occupation. Some other gentlemen in the course of the debate have spoken of the 
price paid for every manufactured article as 80 mach given for the encouragement 
of foreign labor to the prejudice of ourown. But is notevery ariicle the product 
of our own labor as truly as if we had manufactured it ourselves? Our labor has 
earned it and paid the price for it. It isso much added te the stock of national 
wealth. If the commodity were dollars nobody would doubt the trutlf of this re- 
mark; and it is precisely as correct in its application to any other commodity as 
to silver. 

One man makes a yard of cloth at home; another raises agricultural products 
and buys a yard of imported cloth. Both these are equally the earnings of do- 
mestio industry, and the only questions that arise in the case are two: The tirst 
is. which is the best mode, under all the circumstances, of obtaining the article ? 
The second is, how far this questien is proper to be decided by Government and 
how far it is proper to be left to individual discretion? There is no foundation 
for the distinction which attributes to certain employments the peculiar appella- 
tion of American industry; and itis, in my judgment, extremely unwise to at- 
tempt such discriminations. 

We are asked, what nations have ever attained eminent prosperity without 
encouraging manufactures? I may ask, what nation ever reached the like pros- 
perity without promoting foreizn trade? I regard these interests as closely con- 
nected, and am of opinion that it should be our aim to cause them to flourish 
together. I know it would be very easy to promote manufactures at least for a 
time, but probably for ashort time only, if we might act in disregard of other in- 
terests. We could cause a sudden transfer of capital and o violent change in the 
pursuits of men. We could exceedingly benefit sume classes by these means. 

3ut what then hecomes of the interests of others? 

For my part I see very little relief to those who are likely to be deprived of 
their employments, or who find the prices of the commodities which they need, 
raised, in any of the alternatives which Mr. Speaker has presented. It is nothing 
to say that they may, if they choose, continue to buy the foreign article; the au- 
swer is, the price is augmented; nor that they may use the domestic article ; tho 
pri e of that 1s also increased. Nor can they supply themselves by the substita- 
tion of their own fabric: How can the agriculturist make his owniron! How 
can the ship-owner grow his own hemp? 

These views are as applicable to the measures and propositions 
now pending asthey were then, and the men of America will indorse 
and support them. : : 

General Garfield, in a speech in the House of Representatives in 
1870, describing the American industries that were entitled to pro- 
tection, said: 

We are limited in our tariff legislation by two things: first, the demands of the 


Treasury ; and second, the wants and demands of American industry. I reject 
that narrow view which considers industry any one particular form of labor. 
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object to any theory that treats the industries of the country as they 
in the last census, when we had one schedule for agriculture and another for in 
dustry, as though agriculture was not an industry, as though commerce and trade 
and transportation were not industries. American industry is labor 
which gives value to the raw materiais or elements of nature, eithe 





ing them from the earth, the air, or the sea, or by mod fying their forms, or tran 
porting them through the channels of trade to the m arkets of the world, or in an 
way rendering them better fitted forthe useof man. All these are parts of Amer 


ean industry, and deserve the careful and earnest attention of the Legislature of 
the nation. Wherever a ship plows the sea, or a plow furrows the field ; wherever 
@ mine yields its treasure; wherever a ship or arailroad train carrics freight to 
market; wherever the smoke of a furnace rises, or the clang of the loom re 
sounds; evenin the lonely garret where the seamstress plies her busy needle— 


there is industry. (Volume 13, part 6, Recorp, July 14, 1882, page 6034.) 


Volumes might be tilled with extracts from the speeches and writ- 
ings of every leading statesman of the couutry of all shades of political 
opinion condemning the policy now advocated by the Republican lead- 
ers, but Iam content to stand on the decision of the courts and the 
opinions of the eminent men from whom I have quoted. 

Turning to the discussion of the general proposition, it may be truth- 
fully said that when the arguments of the ablest ani fairest advocates 
of the protective-tariff system are analyzed, they are all based on the 


false assumption that the tax is paid by foreigners, or is imposed on | 


goods imported to prevent foreigners from taking advantage of the 
cheap pauper labor employed by them in the production of their goods, 
and to protect American laborers, who receive higher wages here in the 
production of like articles, against such degrading competition. 

The truth is, as the President very clearly shows, that the American 
consumer not only pays every dollar of the tariff tax imposed on goods 
imported, but he pays a price equal to the foreign price, with the tariff 
tax added, on all similar goods manufactured in this country; and, as 
four-fifths, on an average, of all such goods consumed here are made 
at home, and only one-fifth imported, the Government, which collects 
only the tax on goods imported, gets but one-fifth of the tax, while Con- 
gress requires all American consumers to pay the other four-fiiths to 
their protected pets, many members of both Houses of Congress being 
the beneficiaries; and they patriotically call that protecting American 
industry. 

I know that the leading advocates of protection, among them Sena- 
tors in carefully prepared speeches, have denied that the price of the 
home-made product is enhanced to the extent of the tax on the im- 
ported goods, but their denial does not alter the fact. Indeed, the pro- 
tectionists all insist that it is true, and prove it conclusively in their 
arguments before the committees of Congress when demanding protec- 
tion on their manufactured goods. For example, wool is the raw ma- 
terial of the woolen manufacturer; pig-iron, of the various iron prod- 
ucts; lead, of the paints; tin-plate, of many utensils; and so through 
the list. 

In every instance the home manufacturer of more advanced fabrics 
of wool, iron, lead, and all else claims and obtains protection on the 
finished products, based on the assumption that his raw material is 
enhanced in price to him to an amount equal to its foreign price with 
the tariff tax added; and he proves it, as I said, conclusively, by show- 
ing that he buys a portion, often a large portion, of his raw materials 
abroad, and pays the tariff tax on it, in preterence to buying it from 
the producer here, solely on the ground that the home producer asks 
him more than the foreign price of the same article with 50 per cent. 
tariff tax added. 

Of course he asserts his right to buy where it costs him the least 
money; and if that is true otf such purchases made by men who buy 
abroad what in their business is raw material, out of which to manu- 
facture more finished products (and they all prove that it is)—and I 
may add that our tarift laws are all based on the assumption that itis— 
why, I ask, is it not eaually true in regard to all purchases of imported 
goods, whether purchasers intend to consume them in the shape in 
which they are imported, or to change their character by additional 
labor after they obtain them? The purpose for which imported goods 
are bought cuts no figure in the argument; the fact is incontrovertible 
that each purchaser buys them for the sole reason that he can buy them 
and pay the tariff tax on them, and yet get them cheaper than he can 
buy goods of the same character produced here. If he could not, there 
would not be a dollar’s worth of imported goods sold in this country. 

If the advocates cf the protective system would tell the truth and 
avow their purpose to be that no American citizen should be allowed 
to buy any manufactured article, at home or abroad, unless he pays to 
people who have no right to any of his money 47 per cent. more for it 
than it was worth, or more than any citizen of any other country who 
is allowed to buy like articles in the open markets of the world pays 
for it, they know that they would shock the people, and their demand 
to be restored to power to carry out such purposes would be indig- 
nantly frowned down. Therefore they adopt the specious and patriotic 
‘rallying ery’’ of protection against foreign pauper labor, which has 
deceived thousands of their victims. 

There are a few plain tests by which, when applied, the wayfaring 


man, though a fool, need not err in determining from whom the tariff 


tax is exacted. That tax is imposed only when goods brought from 
abroad enter the custom-houses in this country. They are all con- 
sumed here. No foreigner consumes a dollar’s worth of them. He 
can get them at the price which the American citizen pays for them, 


were treated | less the 47 per cent. average tariff tax, w 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 9209 





ith freight, insurane nd 
other costs added, and the importer would make just as much m y 
by selling to the foreigner, before he starts from the foreign port I 
17 per cent. less than he sells to the American, be se when he gets 
47 per cent. and cost of the voyage more out of our people for the goods 
sold here he gets back only what he paid at the cust 
Every man who has sense enough to know anything knows that the 
home consumer of imported goods pays the tax, and that { mers 
| consume none of them; therefore, as the American cit ns cons eall 
of them, all the tax is paid by the American cor er. Why does he 
pay it? Nobodyis obliged to buy imported goods wh ar good 
are manufactured in this country. There can be but one 


y Ss 

inswer, and 

that I have before stated: the American consumer > 

buy imported goods whose price has been increased 47 

tax called a tariff than it would be to buy like articles manufactured 

in the United States at the price the home producer asks for them. 
He, of course, buys where he can buy cheapest. 

Each purchase is an individual one. Neither the Federal 
ment nor the States, as such, engage in trade. Each man pays the 
money he has earned by labor of some sort for the things hebuys. All 
limitations imposed on his right to buy what he needs in the cheapest 
markets are simply means devised, more or less honestly or dishonestly, 
by Congress, according to the purpose for which they are imposed, to 
take money out of the consumer’s pocket 

The fact that he finds it cheaper and better for him to buy the highly 
taxed, imported goods than to buy like goods made at home is not 
only conclusive evidence, but ‘‘demonstration strong as proot of Holy 
Writ,’”’? that all goods manufactured here similar to those imported 
are advanced to the foreign price of the goods, with the American 
tarift tax and cost of importation added, because, I repeat, if it were 
not so, no zoods could or would be imported. 

As the home consumer always bnys where he can buy cheapest, 
whether he uses them as raw materials for more advanced products or 
for consumption in the shape in which they are imported, his action 
determines that question, so that no sophistry, however plausible, can 
controvert the facts established by the purchases made of foreign goods, 
that the price of like home-made goods is advanced to the point of sharp 
competition with the foreign-made goods with the tariff tax and cost 
added, and as it is conceded that at least four-fiiths of the goods con- 
sumed in this country, which are partly imported and partly made here, 
are of domestic manufacture, it follows, as the Government gets only 
the tax ou the one-fifth imported. that the domestic manutacturer gets 
$4 of the enhanced price out of the consumer for every dollar that the 
Government receives. 

The Treasury receives annually about $220,000,000 from tariff taxa- 
tion. The protected pets of Congress, many of whom are in both 
Houses voting the people's money into their own pockets, are rece: ving 
at least $880,000,000, This is exclusive of all bounties on articles on 
which there is a high-tariff tax which prohibits importation or which 
home producers sell here for less than the foreign price with the tax 
added. In all that large class of products the tax is in fact prohibitory. 
The Government gets no revenue. The home producers, by trusts and 
combinations limiting production, forcing id!eness or half-time work 
on their operatives, and maintaining prices a fraction below the foreign 
price, with the tariff tax and the cost added, pocket all that Congrex« au- 
thorizes them to compel the people to pay. This is the system which 
the Republican party pledges itself to perpetuate, regardlessof revenue, 
regardless of governmental needs, under the plausible but false preten 
that it is protecting American industry and the wages of American 
laborers. 

As it must be obvious that no American consumer would purchase 
imported goods if they were not offered to him at a lower price than 
like goods of domestic manufacture are, it is equally obvious that no 
importer, whether he be a foreign manufacturer, an American mer- 
chant, or exporter who takes goods for what he sells abroad, will im- 
port goods and pay all charges and 47 per cent. tariff tax on them here 
unless he can sell them in this market for at least 5U per cent. more 
than he would be willing to take for them atthe place of shipment. 
He would sell them abroad rather than take less, and he can only sell 
here by selling his tax-paid goods cheaper than the home producer of 
like articles sells his product. The markets of the wor.d are open for 
the sale of foreign products. 

There are twenty-five times as many people outside of the United 
States as there are inside of them. The goods on all markets are 
the private property of individuals. Foreign governments are not en- 
gaged in tradeany morethauours. Individual self-interest determines 
the question where and to what market foreign as well as domestic 
products will be carried, and while mistakes in regard to prices will 
sometimes be made, they are reduced to a minimum by thie telegraph 
and the other facilities tor obtaining prompt and reliable information 
in regard to the markets of all countries. 

The rule in all trade and mercantile transactions is that goods seek 
the market in which the seller can get the most money net for his prop- 
erty, after paying ali tariff taxes, costs, and charges, just as the buyer 
buys what he needs, regardless of its place of production, where and 
from whom he gets it best and cheapest. I therefore insist that no 
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n the last extract which I read from the President’s message h 
points out with great vigor and clearness the importance of reducin; 
tariff taxat especially on raw materials, so that our manufacture 
may be exported to foreign markets and our workmen seeure 
employment. I again quote his lang 


Thus our people might have the 


ion, 


opportunity of extending their sales beyond 
the limit of home consumption, saving them from depression, interruption in 
busir , and loss caused by a glutted domestic market, and affording their 
employés more certain and steady labor, with its res it quiet and content- 
ment, 

That is the object w the President avows in his message he seeks 
above all things to promote. The additions to the free-list and reduc- 
tions in rates of taxation in the Mills bill are efforts to bring about that 
result, and I believe the intelligent men of the country outside of the 
few interested protected combinations will sustain us, and denounce 
those who seek to delude them, instead of submitting longer to their 
extortions. The superior intelligence of our operatives will overcome 
great obstacles. They produce more for the pay they receive than the 
poorly paid and less intelligent operatives of Europe; and that is the 
true test of the cost of production to the man who has the products to 
sell. Three dollars a day to a man who cuts and binds with a machine 
10 acres of wheat a day is to his employer cheap, low wages compared 
to $1 aday to a man who cuts and binds an acre, or 50 cents a day to 
a man who only cuts and binds half an acre. 

The opening of the markets of the world has always been held up, 
even by those who urged temporary protection to infant industries, as 
an indispensable prerequisite to commercial prosperity, and by no one 
more earnestly or ably than the Senatorfrom New York [Mr. Evarts]. 
He made a most valuable report as Secretary of State on the ‘‘ State of 
Labor in Europe’’ (see Executive Document No. 5, first session, Forty- 
sixth Congress), from which I read the following: 

There is something in the Republic which gives an individuality to the peo- 
ple of the United States possessed by no other people to such adegree. Our in- 
ventive genius in mechanical appliances is original, and at least twenty-five 
years ahead of Europe. Our people accept innovation; are prepared for it by 
anticipation. Europeans do not. One workman in the United States, as will 
be seen from the foregoing extracts, does as much as two workmen in most of 
the countries of Europe; even the immigrant from Europe attains this progress- 
ive spirit by a few years’ association with American workmen. We have no 
oppressed and stupid peasantry, little more intelligent than the tools they 
handle. All are self-thinking, self-acting, and self-supporting. 

Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability by the brilliant 
development of our own resources to exclude by honest competition foreign 
manufactures, to a large extent,from our shores. The question which now 
peremptorily challenges all thinking minds is how to create a foreign demand 
for those manufactures which are Jeft after supplying our home demands. We 
can notstand still, for the momentum of increase will soon become so great that 
it will push us outward anyway; to push us safely and profitably is of so much 
importance as to almost overtop all other questions of the hour. The question 
appeals equally to the selfishness and patriotism of all our citizens, but to the 


laborer it appeals with tenfold force; for without work he can not live, and 
unless we can extend the markets for our manufactures he can not expect steady 
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not enlarge our foreign market. 

The first great truth to be learned by the manufacturers and workingmen is 

that the days of sudden fortunes and double wages are gone. “e must realize 
the fact that ocean steam communication has annihilated distance and brought 
the nations face toface. This drawing together of the nations means equaliza- 
tion in trade, profits, wages, ete., the advantage being with those who soonest 
accept the situation and show the most sensible continuity in the new paths of 
success, 
What a contrast is presented between the broad, liberal, and just 
recommendations of the President, so well sustained and enforced by 
the report of Secretary Evarts, and the narrow Chinese policy urged 
by all the present Republican leaders, Senator Evarts, I fear, included, 
as adopted by their party in its platform at Chicago. It hardly re- 
quires ordinary intelligence to understand that protection means taxa- 
tion imposed on home consumers sufficient to secure the home market 
to home manufacturers at their own price, and is a confession that the 
American manufacturer does not propose to seek for foreign trade or 
compete with foreign goods in the world’s markets. 
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It surrenders the trade in manufactured articles with all the people 
of Asia, Africa, Europe, and America, outside of the United States, to 
foreigners, on condition that the American Congress will prohibit all 
the people of the United States from buying with the money they 
worked for (much of which they obtained by selling their products of 
in foreign unprotected markets in sharp 

less they pay to the Congressional 
e offered the same 


ba 


iui 


’ things for 
re compelled to sell what they pro- 
and varnish, this is the issue which the 


the polls. Mr. Evarts 
Pp ; hie , 
ire His ™m 


ntlings 47 per cent. more than they wer 
the markets in which they wi 
Stripped of its gloss 
(\merican people must 

in that report sounded 

has cleared away the |} 
the life-biood of the 

their victims sle pt. 

I think it will be difficu guished Senator from N 
York, or any of his political 3, to convince the Senate or the 
country that they propose to extend the markets for our manufactures 
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With an average tariff tax now of over 47 per cen 
the highest point of war taxation, when incomes, manufactures, pr 
fessions, everything, were loaded down with internal-revenue taxes, 
all of which have been removed, tobacco and spirits alone being now 
taxed and they at greatly reduced rates, if that platform does not mean 
that they deliberately propose to surrender the markets of the world 
to foreign nations for all time to come in order to still further enhance 
the cost to the American consumers of the goods they produce, I am 
incapable of construing the English language. If it does not mean in- 
creased idleness, half-time employment to labor, encouragement to 
strikes, and closed factories, to prevent production of a surplus beyond 
the needs of home consumption, in the limited, high-priced markets 
which Congress creates and protects, I confess my inability to compre- 
hend its meaning. Yet they profess it is all done in the interest of 
American labor. 

Every man of sense must know that their professionsare false. Their 
demand for protection is necessarily a confession that our manufact- 
urers do not intend to sell their products in competition with other 
people outside of the United States. Their outside advocates and Con- 
gressional partners insist that they will be ruined, if our own people 
are not prohibited by Congress from buying at home, unless they pay 
an average tax of 47 per cent. more than they are offered for anywhere 
outside of the United States, on foreign goods which they would have 
to compete with in the world’s markets without any protection. They 
have the audacity to assert t} 
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hat the President is a free-trader when he 
recommends a reduction of the tax upon our people to the amount re- 
quired for public purposes, and that the Democratic party is banded 
together against American interests and in the interest of European 
nations when it demands a reduction of taxation, as it does in the 
Mills bill, from 47 to 42 per cent. beyond what the people of other coun- 
tries have to pay. 

Either their clamor for protection is false or the pretense that they 
ever expect to manufacture for other markets than our own is untrue, 
as wages always have been and always will be higher here than in 
Europe. Of course, they can sell at home cheaper than they can send 
abroad and sell. If they can not compete on equal terms with foreign 
goods at home, how can they do so abroad? When we propose to re- 
duce the taxes on their raw materials, on iron, lead, copper, wool, dye- 
stuffs, and machinery, ete., to enable them to reduce the cost of their 
products, so that our own people can buy what they need at lower 
rates, and, by such a reduction of cost, give them a chance to manu- 
facture goods here in such quantities and at such prices that they can 
be sent abroad and sold in the world’s markets, and thus give the labor 
they employ steady work by increased production for more extended 
markets, they meet in convention and denounce us as enemies of the 
country, conspirators with foreign nations against American interests, 
and demand still further restriction of imports, which means more ex- 
orbitant home prices for their goods, the absolute surrender of the 
American market to them, which, of course, is nothing less than an 
absolute surrerider by them of all the other marketson earth to foreign 
nations who make similar goods, and to compensate the American peo- 
ple for the robbery they seck to legalize and perpetuate for all time, 
they generously offer them free whisky and free tobac 

HOME 

General Harrison has probably given the Republican platform as 
careful consideration as any member of his party, and his utterances 
as to its meaning and as to his purposes in carrying it out, if elected, 
must be taken as the highest authority. He made a carefully-consid- 
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and C. P. Huntington the principal owner, he having bought out the 
Roach interest. 

I do not think the country will appreciate the wail of sympathy Gen- 
eral Harrison raises for these poor, innocent, helpless infants or their 
industries. Plain people will rather assume that this munificent gift 
was intended to give Mr. Foster and his associates an excuse for frying 
‘some of the fat out of them”’ for campaign purposes. I submit lib 
eral extracts and the tables in regard to trades trom the s atement of 
the Postmaster-General. Nobody has answered it; nobody can suc- 
cessfully controvert it, and in my opinion the American people will 
approve it. 

After showing conclusively that the postal service would be seriously 
damaged by the proposed subsidy of $800,000 a year, and that he is 
now paying American companies liberal compensation, he adds: 


In the present conditions the proposed law might as well have named the 
few persons to whom this money is to be paid. Even the laws (Revised Stat- 
utes, sections 3976 and 4203) under which American ships might be compelled to 
carry the mails have been repealed (23 United States Statutes at Larye, 58), and 
it goes without saying that the proposed legislation intends the Department to 
pay the maximum rate provided, i. ¢., $i per nautical mile for five years, to 
these few persons, without troubling them with any negotiations as to terms, 
and, indeed, as you will observe, without even the lodgment of discretion in 
the Department to designate from what ports of the United States the mails 
shall sai), 

It may be said in passing that presumably the “terminal points” from which 
sailings will be made, if self-interest, as is usually the case, governs, will be 
those from which the greatest number of nautical miles may be computed, 
rather than from those at which the convenience and needs of the service would 
be suited. It may be noted also that the schedules of sailings are to be fur- 
nished by the contractors,and not by the Postmaster-General; altogether, from 
an analysis of the proposed legislation it would seem to exclude the exercise of 
any power of any representative of this Government to provide for this mail 
service in the interest of the people, except after contract, which must be on the 
carriers’ own terms and after the carriers have fixed the schedules according to 
their ideas of what the mail service should be, to compe! them to conform to 
their own expressed views and decision as to the public convenience and the 
public interests, 

Herewith i furnish you two tables, marked “A” and “B.”. From them you 
will see that the mails of this country were curried to Central and South Amer- 
ica and the West Indies forthe fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, by foreign steamers 
at a cost of $7,936.27 at the single rate, and by steamers of American register at 
a cost of $39 341.57. The number of miles sailed by the foreign sh ps employed 
was 666,448; the miles sailed by ships of American registeremployed were 546,- 
758. It will be seen on the plan of payment proposed, which is fixed without 
reward to the amount of mail carried, that the service, which costs us in the 
fiscal year 1487, $47,317.84, would have cost us, if paid for as proposed, $1,213,206. 
It is estimated that the weight of mails will be for the next fiscal y ar increased 
20 per cent. over these figures. and from what I have before shown it will be 
seen that the number of sailings will be increased in about the same ratio over 
the figures given in Tables Aand B. The total cost of the sailings under this 
bill predicated upon the business of 1887 can be but an approximate standard 
by which to estimate the cost under a provision of $1 for every nautical mile for 
each outward trip. 

Again, it will not commend itself to our people if, with this enormous com- 
pensation, avowedly for the carriage of the mails, frequency of transmission 
shall be largely curtailed, even to ports touched by American ships, as must be 
the case where we pay one carrier about two hundred and fifty times as much 
as we offer for the same service to another. In my opinion the bill would not 
be advantageous to the service, but the disadvantages would be positive in so 
far as this Departmentis concerned, while if it shall become a law the Depart- 
ment willof course faithfully administer the fund in accordance with the spirit 
of the act. I feel contident that such administration will result only in a very 
great pecuniary benefit to a dozen individuals, at the expense and embarrass- 
ment of good service, and of inconvenience, injustice, and material injury to 
the great body of the people, whose money will be used in the purchase of those 
results. 

“The question (mail subsidy service) can not be dealt with on commercial 
principles. * * * Forthe sake of keeping up such communication with the 
East as the nation requires they must set conmercial principles at defiance, and 
cost what it may the nation must either pay them what they lose thereby or 
forego the communication.” 

Of course England may subsidize lines of ships to open up new markets for 
her surplus, because she freely exchanges commodities with such markets; and 
her policy is after establishing the commerce to steadily decrease the subsidy. 
If the policy of giving bounties to promote commercial relations with other 
countries be ever adopted again after the failures in our history, it would seem 
that its adoption should be deferred until closer commercial relations with those 
countries can be maintained, and are not antagonized by an opposing system of 
laws. 


I hope that language will be considered carefully by gentlemen on 
the other side when they are quoting what other nations do in order to 
build up commerce. They met in Chicago lately, and in their platform 
declared that they are going to keep the American markets for them- 
selves. They propose to build a Chinese wall around the United States 
to prevent our people from buying anything produced abroad which 
can be produced at home at any price, in order to protect home indus- 
tries. 

They propose to take no step in the direction that other nations are 
moving, in order to build up closer commercial relations with other 
countries, but they propose to antagonize trade with other people by 
an opposing.system of exclusion and restriction which destroys the very 
idea of commerce with other countries, 

The Postmaster-General continues: 

Commerce, in the very essence of its meaning, is exchange. It is not to sell 
and never to buy. 

Never to buy seems to be Republican policy in dealing with foreign 
nations, according to the Chicago platform, if somebody here has the 
same things to sell, even if he asks double price for them. He adds: 

The individual or nation does not exist that will buy all one has to sell for 
cash with no reciprocal return in profitable exchange. Cargoes out and car- 


goes back are needed for the creation of a merchant marine. The cargo out 
will not be bought unless we buy in exchange, and it will be bought if we are 
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willing to trade. Until these conditions come subsidies may maintain a line so 
lony as the subsidy lasts,and then the line will go down for want of legitimate 
trade. If, however, the subsidy policy is to be pursued, I venture to suggest 
the Mexican method. When a ship arrives with a cargo the tariff tax is divided 
with the ship owner, the latter taking 50 per cent. of the duty on the goods he 
brings in payment on account of his subsidy. 

The trading ship is thus enabled to remit to the consignor, if he will employ 
his ship, a portion of the Government duties, and thus the ship-owner is indeed 
enabled to promote trade with foreign countries directly. An improvement 
upon the Mexican method, in the interest of the promotion of trade and of the 
building of ships to conduct it, would be to enable the owners and the builders 
to receive at the port of consignment in that country a still greater proportion 
of the duties imposed by the Government upon the cargo. 

In this way the Mexican ship would be enabled to get her cargo, charge a fair 
profit for carriage, and sell to the Mexican consumer at a price at which he 
could conveniently buy, take out a cargo for exchange, and repest the process, 
to the cultivation of much closer commercial relations with foreign countries, 
and to the maintenance of Mexican shipping. Of course the Mexican method 
is somewhat cumbersome, and the same end might be reached without indirec- 
tion and without the payment of a subsidy by the removal or reduction of the 
Mexican tariff on imports, 

While on the subject of closer commercial relations with South and Central 
America, for the promotion of which the bill under consideration is doubtless 
intended, I call yourattention to some interesting figures. Our total trade with 
brazii for the year ended June 30, 1887, was as follows: 

Total imports 

Our total exports to Brazil were............... 

Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon 47, 076, 473 

We did impose a tariff upon 5, 876, 703 
Our total trade with Central America for the same period was as follows: 


Total imports $7, 706, 978 
Total exports 3, 006, 714 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon.. eee «» 7,196,705 
We did impose a tariff upon home are 441, 916 
Our total trade with Venezuela was as follows: 
ORE MIE cexcecssuboseesinceqnen cee -cocasvsvsnpen: coscctececoseocnsencenseien 
Total exports.. 5,504,215 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon.. .. 8,248,450 
We did impose a tariff upon 12, 786 
Our total trade with the United States of Colombia was as follows: 
Total imports 
Total exports 7, 158, 235 
Ot the imports we imposed no tariff upon.. wee 3, 934,559 
We did impose a tariff upon 16, 594 
Our total trade with the Argentine Republic was as follows: 
Total imports 
TPOtal SEPOTAG. .occccererrcvscescorcrecsscorccercssosecess ° 6, 364, 545 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon.... . 98,347,936 
We imposed a tariff upon ...............0000cseeeesecsesereceseee ; 752, 256 


Our total trade with Chili was as follows: 
Total imports 2, 863, 233 
Wet) SPOT cccsn cesses cosecreccsoeccscssssccsees ccccscveccssvessocovescseceos coscoueqrosonuenes 2, 069, 138 
Of the imports we imposed no tariff upon.. wee 2,634,396 
We did impose a tariif upon 228, 897 
These illustrate the universal rule by which the limitations upon commercial 
relations and the carrying trade with all the countries of Central and South 
America may be measured. A comparison of the amount brought into the coun- 
try free of tariff with what we send in exchange is instructive. It should be 
noted that of the Brazilian imports free of duty the large proportion value is the 
item of coffee, after deducting which the lesson on exchange of trade as bearing 
on closer relations with all these countries is the same and the universal one. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, 
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Hon. JAmes H. BLount, 

Chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, House of Representatives. 

I agree with the Postmaster-General that we must take what the 
people we seek to trade with have got to sell if we expect them to buy 
from us, That is what all the leading commercial countries of the 
world are doing to secure trade and cargoes for their ships both ways. 
Does any man suppose that the world will buy from us unless we buy 
something from them? Is it good policy to close our markets against 
the world? If so, is it not good policy for them toclose their markets 
against us? Can we sell toeverybody and buy from nobody? I think 
not. ‘That, however, involves, as I said, other questions which we can 
discuss by and by. 

Ail I have to add now is that the Postmaster-General demonstrates 
that from the time we began with the Garrison subsidy, followed by 
the Roach subsidy, and the subsidy to the Pacific Mail, that brought 
so much scandal, we have built up no trade of any consequence, ex- 
cept in goods admitted free of duty. We can build up none by subsi- 
dies. This subsidy will not build up trade, but it will seriously em- 
barrass existing postal regulations by giving a subsidy to a few men 
at the public expense, to the detriment of the public service, and to 
the injury of every tax-payer in the country. 

All I ask is that the American people will read the facts stated and 
the figures furnished by the Postmaster-General. When they do the 
clamor of General Harrison and his platform for subsidies will not only 
be repudiated, but the fact will be recognized that it is simp!y a des- 
perate effort to secure partisan support and money subsidy from men 
of wealth and power in the political campaign now being waged against 
the tax-paying masses for the benefit of wealthy corporations and com- 
binations. If it was not solemnly asserted in the Republican platform 
and announced by General Harrison that they propose to build up the 
American merchant marine and foster and promote our foreign com- 
merce, the assertion would be treated as a broad farce or a ridiculous 
burlesque. 

Protection necessarily exhausts itself when it passes beyond our bor- 
ders. The monopoly of the coastwise trade is given by Congress to 
American-built ships. That is perhaps the most valuable franchise 
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that Congress has at its disposal. All the people who have no other 
means of getting their products to market, or what they need from 
other parts of the country, are prohibited from using or employing as 
carriers on our coasts, lakes, and rivers, anything but an American 
built ship, no matter how extortionate a price the owner of the home 
built vessel may ask. Foreign-built ships may offer to do the work 
for one-half or one-fourth of the price the home-ship owners ask. 

Congress orders that the ship and cargo shall be confiscated if the 
cheaper offer is accepted. That tribute binds a power/ul class of bene 
ficiaries to the protective system, because they get a good share of the 
plunder. But the high seasare free. Congress can not interfere with 
the navigation of these God-given highways of the nations, but it pro- 
hibits any American citizen from raising the flag of the United States 
or from claiming the protection of our laws even against pirates or rob- 
bers if he dares to send his cotton, wheat, or anything else on a ship he 
has purchased in a foreign country. 

Congress has taxed everything that is needed in building ships so 
high that ships for the foreign trade can not be built here and compet« 
with foreign-built ships. All other nations buy their ships where they 
can get them cheapest, yet Congress will not allow our people to buy 
them elsewhere and hold them as American property. While treaties 
are now in existence with all other nations which authorize them to 
trade in all our ports upon the same terms that American-built ships 
can, we have bound ourselves not to impose on their ships or the car- 
goes they carry any other or higher taxes, duties, or burdens than we 
impose on our own ships and cargoes. 

The result is, American ships are driven from the high seas. Our 
flag is not seen on a single steamer that carries our goods and passen- 
gers over the Atlantic Ocean. Our ministers to all the courts of Eu- 
rope are compelled to sail under foreign flags. I wonder General Har- 
rison did not think of that when he deplored the necessity of using 
foreign ships to carry them to South America. We pay an annual 
tribute of $160,000,0U0 to foreigners to haul our goods and transport 
our passengers. We feed, clothe, and keep employed at least 100,000 
sailors for England, while we are prostrated at the feet of every third- 
class power. Ourcontests hereatter will not be on the land, but on the 
sea. In short, the old clap-trap that protection insured preparation 
for war in time of peace is another of the now thoroughly exploded 
humbugs, though it was once as potent as the present false pretense 
that protection is demanded solely in the interest of American labor. 

These questions have all been so elaborately argued that it is need- 
less to repeat the exposures that have been made. The country knows 
that protection and restriction of home markets means destruction to 
our shipping interests and to foreign trade and commerce, and it has 
in fact destroyed them. Alli efforts to restore either by subsidies will 
only add burdens to the people to enrich the least deserving class of 
lobbyists, without accomplishing or tending to accomplish any of the 
objects so ostentatiously paraded by the Republican platiorm and their 
Presidential candidate. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annual report to 
the present Congress, shows the folly of our adherence to antiquated 
navigation laws, under the pretense of protecting home industry, atter 
all the world has abandoned them, in the following statement 

A citizen of the United States may buy a foreign-built vessel in a foreien port 
he may put the United States flag upon it, and trade with all the countries o 
the world except hisown. Our Government will protect him with all its power 
in such trade; but if he brings his ship with our flag upon it to one of our ports 
our Goverument will confiscate it or impose prohibitory dutics. He may, how 
ever, put the flag of any other country on that same ship and bring it to 
home without molestation by our Government. It is then protected by the 
power ofa foreign country. Itis difficult to understand why it would not be well 
to so change our navigation laws as to allow foreign-built ships owned by our 
citizens to come and go between this and other countries while bearing the flag 
of the country of their owners. 

In ante bellum days, when the principles and policy of the Demo- 
cratic party prevailed, more than three-fourths of the American com- 
merce and a large portion of the commerce of the outside world was 
carried in American ships, officered and manned by American citizens. 
At that time, under the low revenue tariff inaugurated by Mr. Polk and 
maintained until 1861, {rom 70 to 85 per cent. of our carrying trade was 
carried in American bottoms. We had more shipping in 1860 than all 
the world combined, except England, and we were rapidly passing her. 
Less than 10 per cent. of our merchant marine was destroyed during | 
the civil war, although that was made an excuse for years for the fall- 
ing off of our carrying trade, until it was exposed so often by Demo- 
crats and Republicans that the men who made the charge were ushamed | 
to make it any longer. But I do not need to rely upon my own asser- 
tions or those of any other Democrat to prove to what a deplorable con- 
dition our commerce and merchant marine have been brought by the 
Republican protective system. 

On the 8th day of February, 1884, page 975 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, when Senator FRYE reported a bill from the Committee on 
Commerce to remove certain burdens on the Armerican mercliant ma- 
rine and to encourage the foreign carrying trade, he opened his speech 
by saying: 

The first section of the bill touches the provision relating to officers of Amer- 
icanships. The law as it stands to-day requires that all officers of vessels of the 


United States shall be citizens of the United States, and provides a very heavy 
penalty of 50 cents a ton on a vessel fora violation of this law. It was a good 


rs 
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Itis very desirable that we should adopt some system by which we i 
tain enough bona fide American seamen to leaven the crowd of foreigners now 
on board a United States vessel of war. The crews of ourships of war are gen- 
erally made up of men from al! parts of the world, large 1 the Scandina- 

| vian race, who do not care what flagthey serve under there are the descend 
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arly all t 8 rson ! i the ships w 
Americ d any of them fit t le off s; but to-day, whe 

) per cer art ghers < i vy and works a great 

ustice very frequently Phe reported by ‘ ‘ \ ‘ rea 
< imstances the officers, other than t i Ly fore mn rather than 
American citizens R 

On the &th day of January, Ls. | 11 « ( VAI 
RECORD, Senator FRYE, in a discu 1 with S tor | t Mis 
souri, in regard to the time when the American tonnage engaged in the 
foreign trade was largest, said 

I trust the Senator and I will both go to the subi« . \ v stats 
ment that in [861 the American tonnage in foreign « e was 
it was at any other period 

Mr. Vest. The Senator is mistaken; it had bes t 

Mr. Frye. I stand by my statement, I said to-day Great Hritain ca 1 
per cent. of our exports and imports, and we carry | per « “ 

Mr. Vesr. Does the Senator say that is Great Britain's proportion? 

Mr. Frye. Eighty-five per cent. is carried in foreign s s. The ¢ ema 
must not be so hypercritical I mean t t 1 foreign ships 8&5 per cen f 
commerce is carried and our own ships 15 per anda fraction. No f i 
is6iI—and I still adhere to that—down to the very moment I am talking, tl 
course of the m f marine of the United States has been the ster's 
back ward—unti is down to 15 per cent. of our own ex] s andi ris 
the carrying: trad 

Why, Mr. President, if this is px« ted t 4 1, in tw rt vears! ' 
with the same decrease, there will be no American s + rying x} s 
or bringing our imports it will all be d < 1 foreign 


During the debate on the fisheries treaty a few weeks ago the Sena 
tor from Massachusetts, Mr. HOAR, read a letter trom Admiral | 
of the United States Navy, which, while it was an exaggeration in some 
regards and a wanton insult to all men of Scandinavian nationality, 
still exhibited the condition to which our Navy and merchant marine 
are now reduced by the policy which the Republican party seeks to per- 
petuate. While Judge HoAR afterwards denied being responsible for 


*orter 


the letter, he commended Admiral Porter and his statements as being 
worthy of the highest consideration. 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, Washingto D, ¢ May 4, 1888 

My Dear Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your commu 
nication of May 4, asking my opinion of the value of our fisheries as a nursery 
tor seamen forthe present Navy, which is to be built of iron and propelled by 
steam 

I beg leive to say that all our fisheries at the present moment are more valu- 
able as nurseries for naval seamen than they ever were before, for our com 
mere marine has been almost obliterated from the ocean 

In our last war with Great Britain our Navy was largely recruited from Mas 
sachusetts fishermen, who made the finest men-o’-war’s men inthe v which 
was illustrated by their skill in seamanship and gunnery, which gave us suc 
great success over our opponents, 

They not only furnished seamen to the Navy, but manned that immense fleet 
of privateers that swarmed the ocean, paralyzed the British commerce, and 
caused a large section of the British people, led by that great political writer 
William Cobbett, to demand of the Government that peace should be secured 
on any terms 

Notwithstanding the overwhelming naval power of Great Britain during the 
war, with heavy squadrons in every sea, we were indebt« to the New England 
seamen and the brave ollicers who led them for a success unparalleled his 
tory. 

If we had a war to-morrow we must depend almost altogether upon tiie fis 


men of New England to nan our naval vessels 


To show the importance of having trained seamen in time of war, I 
will mention the fact that the regiment of Marblehead fishermen under 
John Glover were employed to carry Washington’s forces across the Del- 
aware when he surprised and captured the Hessians. Without the aid 
ot the fishermen it is doubtfulif Washington would have undertaken the 


were the only ones who considered 


Ww 





perilous enterprise, for the fishermen 
the project feasible. 

The ships that will hereafter be built for the Navy will require as 
good and hardy sailors as have ever been required before, and it 
be regretted that wecan not obtain the services of the fishermen in ti 
of peace. Their present calling is more lucrative than any employment 
they can obtain in the Navy, and there are no sufficient inducements 
held out to them to enlist in the Government service 


Is to 


me 


In time of war with a maritime power the occupation 


would b me, and they would flock to enlist in the Navy, as they did th 
civil war, when the Confederate privateers made their appearance off ou 
coast rhe vessels of our Navy may be said at the present time to be anne 
almost entirely by foreigners, who have entered the servi not from devotion 
to the flag. In case war should be suddenly declared against us, our shi; 
abroad would be obliged to return home, discharge the crews, and ship 


ted States ship 


American seamen. Ina late inspection of the Un 
board of inspectors reported to me as follows I 
ering their want of knowledge of the English 


mentary on the class of seamen we enlist 


Prenton th 
e crew re 


L pretty sev 


is & fa 
language 


nthe Navy 


They 


lances as of old. They 


ants of the Huns, Goths, and other barbarians who once overran Europe 

enlistin our Navy softened in character 

serve for money, with no sentiment for flag or nationality, and. possibly 

came to an action with a ship of theirown or aneighboring nation, they wouid 

haul down the American flag and hoist that of their own country 
The same qualities required for the seam 


f fifty years ago sre 
the seamen of vessels of war to-day. The 


t till free 
it stil. tree 


n of re ired 
better the seaman the n 


he will learn the improvements in gunnery and seamanship, and the 





men in the world are those who come from the New England fisheries. They 
are the strongest, hardiest class of men I know of. They are « sedtoa 

weathers and bear the severest tempestse. They are seamen all over, and I will 
merely add that in 1812 the old Constitution, whose career is familiar to every 


American, was manned almost altogether by Massachusetts fisher 
As to any extra science being required to n resentand projected ships 
of war, I would remark that the management of a ¢! r than it used to 
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DAVID D. PORTER, A 
I ( F. J I 
Men profess to wonder how England retains half the trade of the 
world in open, unprot d markets, while she pays her operatives more 
t] louble the wages paid by many of her competitors on the conti- 
nent of Europe. Che reason is obvious, She has better machinery 
and more skillful and intelligent labor. They produce more in pro- 
portion to the wages paid, and they produce on such an enormous scale 
to supply a world-wide market that they are employed all the year 
round Che cheapest raw material that can be found anywhere on the 
f »f the earth is supplied untaxed to the manufacturers of England, 
nd a dollar of tax is levied to support the Government on any- 
thing needed for the comfort of a laboring man and his family except 
a small tax on tea and coffee. England once pursued relentlessly the 
restrictive policy we now adhere to till widespread ruin and starvation 
forced her reluctantly to reverse it. 
he history of England while she clung to protection is too well 
known to need repetition. Squalid poverty was rampant over the 


land; labor was not only unrequited but unemployed; corn laws and 
other onerous burdens imposed for the protection of the landed aris- 


tocracy were enforced to secure home markets at high home prices as 
remorsely as the Republican party now propose to restrict and protect 
ovr home market in the interest of the combined manufacturers and 


their machinery. This policy brought starvation to the doors of all 


the workingmen of that country. 
Bread riots and combinations of desperate, starving men, who threat- 
ened the overthrow of the government itself, forced Sir Robert Peel 


} 


and his ministry to repeal the most odious and oppressive of the pro- 


tective and restricti laws which had so long enriched the English 
protected nobility and made paupers and serfs of the laboring masses. 


Hon. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, stated the situation forcibly in a 
very able article in the Fortnightly Review a few years ago. He said, 
after showing how prosperous England is now under hersystem of un- 


abal 


restricted trade compared to her condition under her protective-tariff 
system: 

A very erroneous idea prevails to some extent in the United States as to the 
motive of these reforms; and it is often asserted that they were begun when 
great prosperity had been achieved by the system of tariff taxation that preceded 
them. Hew utterly at varian co withthe facts this view is has been overlooked 


even by many in England. The true state of the case has beep recorded in these 
words: “It is impossible to convey by mere statistics of our exports any ade- 
quate picture of the condition of the nation when Sir Robert Peel took office in 
i841. Every interest in the country was alike depressed. In the manufactur- 
ing districts mills a workshops were closed, and property daily depreciated 
in value; in the seaports shipping was laid up useless in harbor; agricultural 
laborers were cking outa miserable existence upon starvation wages and paro 
chial relief; the revenue was insufficientto meet the national expenditure; the 
country was brought to the verge of national and universai bankruptcy. The 
protective system, which was supported with the view of rendering the country 
independent of foreign sources of supply, and thus, it was hoped, fostering the 
growth of a home trade, had most effectually destroyed that trade by reducing 
the entire population to beggary, destitution. and want. The masses of the 
population were unable to procure food, and had consequently nothing to 
spend on British manufactures,’’—Nobdle’s Fiscal Legislation of Great Britain. 








There is perhaps no man in England who takes a deeper interest in 
the welfare of the working classes than Hon. John Bright, and no man 
is better qualified to present the facts in regard to the effect produced 
by the change of policy from restricted to unrestricted trade, or, if you 
please, from protection to free trade in that country than Mr. Bright. 
A banquet was given to him at Rockdale, November 18, 1881, his seven- 
tieth birthday, at which he made a speech tothe workingmen who had 
lived as he had under both conditions, in which, among other things, 
he said: 

Now, touching upon this question, one is obliged to refer toa very curious fact 
that after so many years of experience there are some men who are disposed to 
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call in question the policy of 1846; that is, that there are men of v m you 
never heard before, and if you would look down the record of all their political 
life, you would not find a single thing that they have do and yet they call in 
| quest the policy of such menas Sir Robert Peel 816 [cheers}, and Mi 
Gladstone in the suc ding year 1 ! nented friend, Mr 
Cobden |cheers!, whose services ever} the recent history 
of this country must acknowled vhat lt should call 
ra r a feeble-minded class of men 1 all this policy, 
have the cou to beli« >» believe, that 
the great body of t ple of tl the working 
sses, are not in any degree cogn nt of the enormous advantag vhich the 
new policy of 1846 has given to the country. [Cheers. 
Mr. Bright, after referring to the original opposition of Mr. Disraeli 
and stating the facts in regard to the increase of wages since 1840, un 


Phe to his statement, was an actual doubling of the wages of th 
labo i i i's ov county of Bucking! n. Perhaps some of 
you! ak r which was published almost i -diately after Lord 
Re f , Which he wre t gentleman who had sent him a bo 
about the conditior f the poy t 1 in the southwestern counties of England, 
and Lord Beaconsfield said he thought he underrated the improvement in the 

| condition of farm laborers; that, ac ling to his opinion, the rise in the wages 


| of the farm laborers had been atleast 40 per cent.; that 


| the « 


er the auspices of free trade, said: 












0s. of wages per week 








had risen to l4s. per week 





I believe, indeed > country the wages of farm labor- 
ers, taking into ac they wor and al particulars, are 
doubled since the f: ished Hear! Hear!] Now, take 

‘ther class of me 


ym the Reform Clubthrough the park 









to the House of Com ist er, three or four months 

iwwo,and aman in e-loo workingman oined me 
’ 

and addressed n iow he knew me. He knew me be- 









cause, he said Birmingham, and have attended 
your meeti e ls very well. Laughter and cheers. | 
ed to little abou He said he was then gett 6d, 
da sa bricks nd nerly I used to work for 4s. a day.” 
Phe ajump. From 4s, to 7s. 6d. is a considerable leap, ; 





ADVANCE OF WAGES IN THE COTTON TRADE, 















Now I should like to tell you of something that has happened nearer home, 
for I suspect there are many persons in t meeting who have not the least idea 
of t actual increase of wages that has taken place among the factory opera- 


ves in this neighborhood during the last forty years. I was looking the other 
day at one of our wages books for 1540 and 1841. I will tell you w I found in 
itand what I find in our wa book now. The figures are taken over an avy- 
erage of two months at that time and over an average of two months now, and 
therefore are a fair statement of what happened then and what happens to-day 
Many persons here know, of course, all about the interior of a cotton factory, 
a mill and looking over the differ- 



















and therefore I shall speak as if 














ent people at work. I find thatin 1! hrostle-piecers—I need not explain 
who they are—were receiving a week and they were working twelve hours 
a day. 

I find that now the same class of hands are receiving 13s. a week at ten hours 
aday. If they worked for twelve hours, and were paid at the same rate, it 
would be l6s. a week, or exactly double what they received in 1839, 1840, and 


1841, Cheers. The young women who worked at the drawing frames at that 
time had 7s. 67. a week; they have now 15s., and that is without reckoning the 
fact that they are working two hours a day less. The rovers and slubbers got 
2 week then, and the getting I4s.a week now. The doffers {laughter} 
are considered a class whose wits are alittle toosharp [laughter], and are some- 
times not very manageable. They used to have 5s, 6d. a week, and they now 
have 9s. 6d, 

The warpers in those days, as faras my recollection serves me—I am speaking 
of my own business—were all women. They earned on the average of the two 
months 17s, 6d. a week. The warpers now are all men, and they have earned 
in the two months an average of 35s. 6d.a week, [Cheers,] Well, at thattime 
we had a very clever man as blacksmith, whom I used to like to see strike the 
sparks off; his wages were 22s. a week, Well, our blacksmith now has wages 
of 31s. a week, and thatonly for factory time, which is ten hours, whereas the 
man Of 22s,a week worked the then factory time, which was twelve hours. Now 
you see the enormous change to the people in these factories. They have two 
hours’ leisure which they had not before, and their wages are nearly double. 

* * * o * * . 

I think it is impossible to account for this extraordinary improvement in the 
wages ofagricultural laborers, of brick-setters and carpenters, and all your fac- 
tory operatives, and all your mechanics, upon any other theory than this, that 
the new policy with regard to trade, which has made your trade fourfold, has 
been the cause which has made this stupendous and unimagined improvement 
in the condition of the people. [Cheers.; 


Mr. Bright could hardly have falsified the facts in the presence of 
these men. Again, Mr. Bright said, referring to the croakers who pre- 
dicted ruin to England by free trade, and the prediction that their only 
hope was to leave their country: 















Well, you did not go abroad, but you staid at home. The law was altered so 
that the bread could come here, and a great many things besides bread. Trade 
has extended and you have added, in Great Britain alone, more than 10,000,000 
to your population in forty years. 

& * * * * * 





And yet, with all that increase of population, you have had the demand for 
labor more steady,employment better paid, the time of labor shorter. The 
man must beabsolutely blind or worse than blind who can not see and will not 
acknowledge that the great mass of the people, in physical condition, are enor- 
mously better off than they were forty years ago. 

Again, Mr. Bright said, and that is all I care to quote: 

What are the exports now? Instead of being £51,000,000, they amount toclose 
upon,if not quite £200,000,000, so that the foreign trade of the county has in- 
creased fourfold within that time, and as a matter of course the home trade 
must have immensely increased at the same time, because so great an increase 
of foreign trade has brought so great wealth to the country that the home trade 
has increased probably in quite as great proportion as the foreign trade. 

FREE TRADE A BOON GREATEST TO WORKINGMEN, 

But there is another point, which is one of extraordinary interest, and it 
shows, I think, that no class in this country suffered so much by the ancient 
policy of protection as the working class, and that no other class in this coun- 
try has gained so much as they have gained during the last forty years by the 
adoption of the new policy. |Cheers.| 

The facts stated by Mr. Bright are conclusive on this question at 
least, and that is the main one, that the difference between wages in 


England and the United States is nothing like as great now as it was 
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Mr. Gladstone, who is recogniz.d by all men everywhere as an in- | to ex le competition from abroad, e 
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elosed doors and strikes to the wants of the home market, we wint | 
agree that you shall bave all the whisky, beer, and tobacco you want | 
at the cheapest rates, free from all taxation. 

Che insincerity of the assumption that the Republican leaders pro- 
pose to restrict the sales of manufactured goods to those they produce 
in the interest of American workmen, is intensified tenfold by the fact 
shown by the record, that they struggled for years to flood the country 
with the most degraded character of Chinese labor, and as soon as the 
war tariff gave them a monopoly of production on their own terms they 
passed laws which they maintained and enforced for over twenty years, 
authorizing the importation, free of duty, under contracts to be enforced 
by penalties and liens upon property acquired, the cheapest and most 
depraved class of pauper labor from all parts of the earth, in order to 
force American workmen under pressure from such competition to ac- 
cept the lowest wages they could force them down to by this competi- 
tion, or be driven out of their protected establishments. Yet they pose 
to-day before the country as the special champions of American labor. 

Do they propose to secure or guaranty to the American laborers they 
employ, out of the bounty, subsidy, or protection they demand, that 
Congress shall force the tax-payers to give them either steady work or 
higher wages than they can get any foreign pauper imported, duty free, 
to do it for? Will this legislation they demand secure to American 
workmen any rights which they are bound to respect. Of course not. 

They protest against his right to buy anything required for the com- 
fort or want of himself and his family as cheaply as other people obtain 
them, because it would diminish their profits. They will cheerfully 
consent to let him have free cheap whisky and tobacco, because all the 
tax collected from them goes into the Treasury, which they regard as 
an outrage on them; and they thank God that they are too virtuous 
and patriotic to deal in such products, except in their ‘‘ pluck-me 
stores,’’ where most of their laborer’s wages are swallowed up. They 
parade their contempt for cheap goods for workmen on all occasions. 

The political biographers of General Harrison quote with pride and 
satisfaction the profound statesmanship and intense interest exhibited 
by him for the working classes, when he announced in what they call 
his great speech in March last: 





Iam one of those uninstructed political economists that have an impression 
that some things may be too cheap, that I can not find myself in full sympathy 
with this demand for cheaper coats, which seems to me necessarily to involve 
a cheaper man and woman under the coat. 

If that means anything it means that the man who gets a coat for 
10 bushels of wheat, or the woman who gets a dress for 50 pounds of 
butter, is a cheap man or woman; while they would be highly respect- 
able, in General Harrison’s estimation, if they had paid 2U bushels of 
wheat and 100 pounds of butter for the same coat and dress to some 
protected pet of Congress, to whom they are compelled by law to pay 
double what the people to whom they are obliged to sell their wheat 
and butter offered them the same things for. 

Machinery is, day by day, supplanting human factory labor. It 
neither eats, drinks, nor wears any product of human industry except 
coal, and needs no protection against any other like machine anywhere. 
As the proportion of machine work increases and human work de- 
creases, the proportion of increase of price which protection gives goes 
in a like or greater ratio into the pockets of the machine-owners. The 
machine is the laborer in whose behalf the organized bands that fill 
our lobbies are so clamorous in their demand for protection. Of course, 
as the owners of the machinery control the work of both hands and 
machines, when demand for products is slack or the supply exceeds it, 
the owner drops the human labor first, as far as possible, and limits 
products, if he produces at all, to what the machines, aided by the 
least amount of human labor, can do, so that all, or the lion’s share, 
of the high price which protection secures may be retained by him. 

It will be a striking evidence of the power of employers over their 
workingmen, or of the credulity, not to say ignorance, of that class of 
men, if the organized lobbyists succeed in making them believe that 
their weltare, or the desire to keep up their wages, enters into the con- 
test now being waged, The contract-labor laws under which they im- 
ported pauper labor during all the years they controlled the Govern- 
ment; the struggles made by their leaders, General Harrison included, 
to flood the country with Chinese, sending the money to China and 
importing ten thousand of them at a time, as the managers of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad did, give the lie to all their professions of sym- 
pathy with high-priced American labor. 

The records of the country show that while they require all the peo- 
ple to pay them 47 per cent. more for their goods than they could be 
bought for in the markets where cotton, wheat, and all other farm 
products have to be sold, they require Congress to maintain and en- 
force laws enabling them to import the cheapest and most degraded 
foreign labor, duty free, to run the machinery, and thus drive out the 
American workmen, or reduce their wages to starvation rates, and they 
do it all under the guise of philanthropy and patriotism, and in the 
name of the Lord. 

The time has come when even the colored men who laber from Jan- 
uary till December in the cotton fields owe it to themselves to ask Gen- 
eral Harrison and his supporters what justice is there in forcing them 
to pay to a few American manufacturers 47 per cent. more for the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


OCTOBER 4, 


clothes they wear and the things they must have than they were of- 
fered the same things for in the foreign markets in which they are 


| compelled to sell the cotton they labored so hard to raise and prepare 


for market. The farmers of the North and West may well ask the 
same questions. 

They know that they only receive for their products so much of the 
foreign open market prices as remains aiter deducting therefrom all costs 
of transportation, insurance, commission, interest, and the buyer's 
profit; and afterall that they are to be forced for all time to come to pay 
$147 to home manufacturers for the saine things they were offered at 
$100 where their products were sold, their only consolation being that 
the American home market is protected and a few hundred pets of 
Congress are made millionaires at their expense, and are thus enabled 
to contribute liberally to Republican campaign funds and literature, 
to buy the votes of all who are purchasable, and corrupt all who are 
corruptible, and through a venal hired press deceive the ignorant and 
denounce as enemies of their country all who oppose their schemes of 
plunder. 

The machinery of the capitalist is the only laborer that is really pro- 
tected. It has secured to its owners, by the aid ot Congress, the colos- 
sal fortunes so many of them have built up. The free pauper labor of 
the world, which regulates the wages paid to the human labor employed 
here, on the universal principle of supply and demand, does not and 
can not compete with or diminish the profits Congress gives as a sub- 
sidy to protected machinery. The Republican party have for a long 
time secured the lion’s share of the home market to the machine- 
owners. 

‘They propose now, under the false pretense of protecting American 
human labor, to give them the absolute power to plunder the American 
consumers of the products of their machines to any extent they please 
by imposing stronger prohibition than ever against their right to buy 
elsewhere; yet they have the audacity to appeai to the laboring men of 
the country to help them to do it, while they openly threaten to cut 
down the wages of all their employés, and thus retain the protection 
to their own machine-work as high as it is now if the representatives 
of the people dare to curtail their present extortions. They have hun- 
dreds of millions at stake, and they will spend their money freely to 
win it. 

The American Protective Tariff League boasted some months ago of 
having $100,000 on hand for ‘‘ educational organizations,’’ and Mr. 
Foster’s ‘‘ fat-frying’’ process will doubtless produce ample corruption 
funds, while some campaign secretary may again enlighten the country 
by publishing the correspondence of distinguished aspirants for Cabi- 
net positions or foreign missions as to the amounts they agree to pay 
for public offices, Fortunately the great mass of the American people 
are not for sale, and neither Mr. Carnegie nor any of the subsidized 
band can either buy, delude, or frighten them. With the markets for 
protected products restricted to home consumption the employé whose 
daily bread is earned by his daily labor is at the mercy of his employer. 

Trusts and combinations regulate production as well as prices. 
Shops, foundries, and factories may be, and often are, closed for months 
or worked on half time,and the owners make money while they are 
closed by the enhanced price of the product as the supply diminishes. 
The laborer gets no part of it. He is the victim of entorced idleness. 
The wages he earned while at work are consumed while he is idle. 
The protection of 47 per cent. only protects the goods. Every labor- 
ing man would rather contract for steady work all the year at $2 a day 
which he was assured of than take the chance of getting $3 a day 
while at work, with the risk of idleness or half work half the time. 

If, added to steady work, he could buy all he needed for himself and 
family each day for a dollar and the same things now cost him a dollar 
and a half, he surely would be better off. While all these questions 
have been argued with great ability both in and out of Congress, and 
will doubtless be presented with much elaboration all over the coun- 
try, no one has presented the false pretenses of the protected classes 
with more power, or shown more clearly by official statements the small 
proportion that labor bears to the value of protected manufactured 
products, than the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] ina 
speech made during the present session, from which I take the liberty 
to quote as follows: 


Of the 17,392,099 of our people engaged in all kinds of industry,only 2,623,089 are 
employed “in such manufacturing industries as are claimed to be benefited by 
a high tariff.” The farmers, persons employed in professional and personal 
service, domestic servants and laborers, merchants and tradesmen, carpenters 
and joiners, masonsand bricklayers, blacksmiths, tailors, butchers, bakers, plas- 
terers, milliners, and people engaged in railroading, and other forms of trans- 
portation, and in other miscellaneous occupations, numbering altogether 14,- 
764,010, the people who perform six-sevenths of the labor done in this country, 
are thoroughly skinned and fleeced under the operation of the tarift. They are 
taxed in everything they eat, drink, and wear; in everything that enters into 
the construction of their houses; in their furniture; in their tools and imple- 
ments; in everything they handle or touch while living, and in their coffins 
and grave clothes after their death, they, American lsboring people, not en- 
gaged in any protected industry and not benefited by the tariff, are thus taxed 
in all they consume in the name of protection to American labor. 

Six-sevenths of our American laborers, groaning and staggering under the 
burdens of a war tariff which enriches others but impoverishes them, after the 
war has been over for nearly twenty-five years, are solemnly informed thatthey 
must continue to bear the burden for the sake and good of American labor. 
The axioms of good government, which among other things demand such 
measures of policy as shall produce the greatest good for the greatest number, 
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It required either unparalleled impudence or profound contempt for 
the intelligence of the people, or a combination of both, for the Re 
publicans to declare in their platform that the Mills bill is a free-trade 


scheme; that its promoters seek to serve the interests of Europe 

they propose to support the interesis of America by maintaining un- 
compromisingly a high protective tariff still further restri 1e i 
portations of such necessaries of life as can be produced here at any 


price, and to get rid of the surplus revenue by an entire repeal of the | 
taxes on whisky and tobacco rather than surrende part of 
protective system. 

They know, and fortunately the people know, that every dollar of 
the tax collected on whisky, beer, and tobacco, less 3.20 per cent., the 
cost of collection, is paid into the Treasury of the United States; tl] 
every dollar of the $120,000,000 so collected is needed and used to pay 
pensions and interest on the war debt, and will be so needed for many 


years tocome. Therefore, as all the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment must be provided for by tariff taxation, and the Democratic party 





proposes so to provide for them in the Mills bill, it follows that 1 
epithets so wantonly and foolishly applied, of free-traders and enemies 
of American interests, only prove the reckless disregard for truth and 


decency of the men who apply them. 

Free trade would produce no revenue from imported good 
than protection which prohibits imports in order to secure the home 
market to home producers would; but free trade is not legislative rob- 
bery. It would let home consumers buy out of their earnings or from 
the proceeds of their exports the things they need at the cheapest 
rates, while prohibitory protection is the worst form of legalized plun- 
der, as it forces the people to buy the things they must have at the 
highest prices that home producers by trusts and combinations can 
coerce out of them. The readiness of the protectionists to give up the 
whisky and tobacco tax grows out of the fact that none of it goes into 
their pockets, and in their opinion it is not only an outrage but essen- 
tially ‘‘un-American”’ to collect taxes in any form unless they pocket 
the lion’s share of them. 

Every dollar of the tax on whisky and tobacco might be repealed, 
and it would not start a factory or a furnace in the land, and would 
not add a penny to the wages of any workingman. ‘The demand for 


any more 


protection is a confession that those seeking it do not propose to com- | 


pete in open market with those against whom they seek it, and the 
. protestation so earnestly made that a reduction of tariff taxes from 47 
to 42 per cent., ast 


evade, that they are now charging American consumers 47 per cent. 
more than the foreign price of the goods they make and sell, but 
an assumption that if hereafter Congress does not authorize them to 
extort from home consumers more than 42 per cent. above the 
price they will be ruined. 


foreign 
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to invite us to depart from our accustomed course, to instruct ourselves by the 
wisdom of others, and to adopt the policy of the most distinguished foreign 
states. one is a little curious to know with what propriety of speech this imita- 
tion of other nations is denominated an ‘‘American policy,”’ while, on the con- 
trary, a preference for our ownestablished system, as it now actually exists, ¢ 
always has existed, is called a “ foreign policy.’’ 

This favorite American policy is what America has never tried; and this odi 
ous foreign policy is what, as we are told, foreign states have never pursued. 
Sir, that is the truest American policy which shall most usefully employ Ameri- 
can capital and American labor, and best sustain the whole population. With 
me it is a fundamental axiom, it is interwoven with all my opinions, that the 
great interests of the country are united and inseparable ; that agriculture, com- 
merce id manufactures will prosper together or languis! - and that 
all legislation is dat rous which proposes to benefitone of thes« thout look- 
ing to consequences Ww fall on the others. 

The closing sentence embodies in eloquent wot he leading ideas 
of Pre tter than I can the 
true principles of the Democratic party; while the whole of this extract 
voices the sentiments and feelings of every honest man against the 
charges so wantonly and falsely made by our opponents. In behalf of 
the great party to which I have the honor to belong, I adopt and repeat 
his indignant utterances as the best answer to the miserable slander 
contained in the Republican platform. 

One of the leading grievances against George III by the American 
colonies in the Declaration of Independence was ‘‘ for cutting off our 
trade with all parts of the world.’’ The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], 
in a speech in the Senate in 1882, stated the grievances of the colonies 
against Great Britain in these words: 

For centuries Engiand wasthe most earnest, vigorous, and determined cham- 
pion of protection the world ever saw, enforced the extremest doctrines by all 
the powers of war and ali the arts of diplomacy. She destroyed the growing 
commerce of Ireland by one blow of her navigation laws, repressed her cattle- 
raising, her wool-growing, ber manufactures, and made her the waste of to-day. 
She attempted the same role in America; forbade the exportationof her prod- 
ucts to any country other than her own; forced all the carrying trade iuto 
En sh bottoms: repressed all manufactures of fabrics, and provided by law 
“that none of the American colonies should manufacture iron of any kind; 
that no smith should make a bolt, spike, or nail, bar, or rod iron; that no mill 
or other engine for rolling iron or furnace for making steel should be per- 
mitted; finally drove us to revolution, and lost the brightest jewel from her 
aiadem, 

Che American commissioners in 1783 made an earnest effort to secure 
free trade between the United States and the dominions of Great 
Britain. I quote from a letter written by Thomas Jefferson to Ed- 
mund Randolph, December 16, 1783, in which he says: 

The definitive treaty had been received by the President some time and a 
joint letter from our ministers. This gave usan account of the various propo- 
sitions and steps taken on both sides in the negotiation which preceded the 
definitive treaty. Mr. Hartley was the British negotiator with America. He 
was well disposed, but his zeal for systems friendly to us constantly exceeded 
his powers to agree to them. 

Our ministers proposed a free intereourse between every part of the British 
dominions and the United States, having the rights of their chartered compa- 
nies. Mr. Hartley approved of it, but his court declined assenting. He then 
proposed that the unmanufactured produce of the United States should be ad- 
mitted into Great Britain and the manufactures of Great Britain intothe United 
States, and that we should be allowed to carry our own produce to the West 
indies. On being questioned, however, he had no authority to conclude upon 
these articles even if agreeable to us, 


Hon. David A. Wells speaks thus of the principal causes which led 
to the American Revolution, and of the men who were leaders in it: 


By the statute of 1650 the export and import trade of the English colonies 
was restricted to English or colony-built ships; but by the statute of 1663 noth- 
ing was allowed to be imported into a British plantation except in an English- 
built ship *‘ whereof the master and three-fourths of the crew are English.” 

e * * * * ~ * 

The enactment of arbitrary laws on the part of Great Britain to prevent her 
American colonists from freely participating in the carrying trade and com- 
merce of the ocean was, however, a sore grievance, and ultimately, as is well 
known, constituted one of the prime causes of the American Revolution. They 
were, furthermore, from the very first either openly or secretly resisted and 
evaded, and under their influence the colonists became a nation of lawbreakers. 

Nine-tenths of their merchants were smugglers. One-quarter of all the sign- 
ers of the Declaration of Independence were bred to commerce, to the command 
of ships, and to contraband trade. Hancock, Trumbull (Brother Jonathan), and 
Hamilton were all known to be cognizant of contraband transactions and ap- 
proved of them. Hancock was the prince of contraband traders, and with John 
Adams as his counsel was appointed for trial before the admiralty court in Bos- 
ton, at the exact hour of the shedding of blood at Lexington, in a suit for $500,- 
000 penalties, alleged to have been incurred by him as a smuggler. 

” * * . cf * * 

Every evasion of such statutes was therefore, in their view, a blow in favor 
of liberty. Hence, also, the origin of that count in the indictment against the 
King of Great Britain, embodied in the Declaration of Independence, “* of cut- 
ting off our trade with all parts of the world.” 

Such were the views of the men who a hundred years ago were accounted 
the wisest of American patriots and statesmen. But nowadays to adopt the 
principles of Hancock, Trumbull, and Hamilton, to advocate the free owner- 
ship and employnrent of ships, and to oppose the enactment of statutes the 
avowed purpose of which is to restrict or prevent the freedom of international 
trade and commerce is to invite the accusation of being enemies to the industry 
of the country and in league with foreign nations to impoverish our own people. 


Mr. Wells adds: 


In the treaty of commerce entered into between France and the United States 
in 1778 the commissioners of the two nations, Franklin, Deane, Lee, and Gerard, 
evidently determined to attempt to inaugurate a more generous policy and es- 
tablish a precedent for freerand better commercial relations between different 
countries than had hitherto prevailed, It was accordingly agreed in the treaty 
in question to avoid ‘‘ all those burdensome prejudices which are usually sources 
of debate, embarrassment, and discontent,” and to take as the “basisof their 
agreement the most perfect equality and reciprocity.” And they further stated 
the principle which they had adopted as a guide in their negotiations to be that 


of * founding the advantages of commerce solely upon reciprocal utility and the 
just rules of free intercourse.” 
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In the face of facts like these it is absurd to pretend that there ever 
was an ‘American policy ’’ that restricted trade and commerce or that 
looked to the closing of our markets against foreign products. All that 
was ever claimed was such an adjustment of duties, imposed for revenue, 
as would afford incidental protection to home manufacturers, 

In 1815 Mr. Clay, who is constantly paraded before the country by the 
protectionists as their great champion, in the debate on the tariff then 
proposed to be increased in order to raise the money to pay off the war 


lebt ly urged a tax on imports of 25 per cent. instead of 20 per 


aepot, on 
cent. 

‘In three y ‘we could judge of the ability of our es- 
tablishments to furnish these articles as cheaply as they were obtained 
from abroad, and could then legislate with the lights of experience.’’ 
He believed that ‘‘ three years would be sufficient to place our manu- 
factures on this desirabie footing.’’ 

Nearly seventy years have elapsed since then, yet 47 per cent. aver- 
age tariff tax is maintained in time of profound peace, almost at the 
highest war rates, with over $100,000,000 of surplus annually flowing 
into the Treasury beyond even the present extravagant, not to say 
wasteful, expenditures, and all efforts to reduce these taxes to some- 
thing like a revenue standard are denounced by protectionists as ruin- 
ous to American industries. 

Mr. Clay had no such ideas as are now maintained by Senators on 
the other side of this Chamber. In the great debate in the Senate in 
1842, while defending the compromise tariff in 1832, under which all 
duties were brought to a uniform rate of 20 per cent., Mr. Clay said: 

If the compromise act had not been adopted the whole system of protection 
would have been swept by the board by the preponderating influence of the il- 
lustrious man then at the head of the Government (General Jackson) atthe very 
next session after its enactment. 

Yet General Jackson is sometimes quoted as a protectionist. 

Again Mr. Clay said: 

As to the compromise, he had already said that it was his purpose, as long as 
he should remain in the Senate, to maintain that the original principles of the 
act should be carried out faithfully and honestly; and if in providing for an 
adequate revenue for an economical administration of the Government they 


could at the same time afford incidental protection, he would be happy if both 
of these objects could be accomplished. 


Again he said: 

As far as he could go, he would; and that was not to lay duties for protection 
alone, but in laying duties for revenue to supply the Government with means, 
to so lay them as to afford incidental protection. He would, therefore, say to 
the friends of protection, lay aside all attempts beyond this standard and look 
to what is attainable and practicable. 

The position taken by Mr. Clay is precisely the ground occupied by 
Mr. Cleveland, as all who read his message understand; yet Mr. Clay 
is lauded as the great apostle of protection, and Mr. Cleveland is de- 
nounced as an enemy of his country, working in the interests of for- 
eign nations. 

No argument is needed to show that the message of the President 
and the bill passed by the House are both eminently conservative. 
Following the recommendations of the message, the bill, while seeking 
to reduce the dangerous surplus so rapidly accumulating in the Treas- 
ury, seeks, mainly by cheapening raw material, to give our manufact- 
urers a chance to cheapen their products, and thus reach a portion of 
the foreign markets, and at the same time reduce the cost to home con- 
sumers. ‘‘it deals witha condition, notatheory.’’ It continues pro- 
tection at rates much higher than the just claims of the manufacturers 
or the interest of the consumers calls for, but it recognizes the artificial 
and unnatural conditions on which our manufacturing establishments 
have been built up, and it carefully avoids such reductions as would 
give them even a semblance of just cause for complaint. 

I will not go into the details of the measure now. It is sufficient to 
say that if it becomes a law the manufacturers will have protection 
against the right of our people to buy similar foreign-made goods of 
over 40 per cent., because that is what protection means and all it ac- 
complishes, while all the wages they pay to their operatives does not 
exceed 25 per cent. on an average of the value of the home-made product, 
as shown by the census reports furnished by the manufacturers them- 
selves, and as proved by the official tables heretofore referred to as 
part of the speech of Senator Coke. 

The temptation is very great to comment upon the provisions of the 
Senate bill in detail, in the light of past legislation and of the conces- 
sions made by men of all parties as to the necessity of tariff reduction, 
especially to show how, in the woolen and cotton and other schedules, 
there is an unwarranted attempt made not only to increase the rate of 
taxation over existing law, bat to do it in the form of compound and 
specific duties, so as to conceal the increases so artfully devised; but 
that would extend this statement to an unwarrantable length. I ad- 
mit that it is too longalready. The flagrant injustice of the proposi- 
tion will, I hope, be fully exposed when the discussion of the items is 
taken up in the Senate. 

The proposals in the Senate bill in regard to the cotton schedule, I 
only propose to say now, are simply outrageous, and can not be de- 
fended upon any principle of common decency. 

No Senator will profess that manufactures, especially cotton manu- 
factures, need any more protection pow than they did ten, fifteen, or 


ears,’’ he said 
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on which are paid by the people into the Treasury in gold, exacts another tax 
of at least $350,000,000 a year in the enhanced prices of rival protected domestic 
articles. This can be readily proved by comparing the prices current in gold of 
such domestic articles with the prices of similar articles produced in other coun- 
tries. Thus, the tariff taxes the people of the United States to the extent of 
$500,000,000 a year, of which only $150,000,000 goes into the Treasury, and the re- 
maining $350,000,000 goes into the pockets of the protected classes. 

Mr. Walker understood too well the real purpose of the clamor about 
protection to American labor and the wages of operatives to be deceived 
by it. He knew that the $350,000,000 of taxes taken from the people 
which did not reach the Treasury went into the pockets of the pro- 
tected classes and not into the pockets of their operatives. He made 
a great report to Congress on the 11th day of December, 1848, which I 
wish every laboring man in the United States could read, whether he 
works in a factory or on a farm. EvenSenators would be benefited by 
its perusal. 

On the subject of specific and ad valorem duties Mr. Walker says: 

If the importation of protected articles would rapidly decrease when the for- 
eign were high in price and specific duties operated as a protection, under the 
tariff of 1842 from 41 to 243 per cent. (per Table H,compiled from Treasury re- 
turns in 1844), what must not have been the decline of importation and revenue 
when the foreign article fell, as it has in many cases, 50 per cent., bringing up 
the specific duty from 41 to 82and from 243 to 486 percent.? This fact illustrates 

ther objection to the specific duty, namely, that although it professes to be 
stationary, it is in fact constantly augmenting from reduced prices of foreign 
articies 

Experience proves that from improved machinery, new inventions, and re- 


duced cost of production the foreign articles are constantly diminishing in price, 
ot 


while the specific duty remaining unchanged it is continually increasing in ratio 

san equivalent ad valorem, and the protection augmentingevery year. Thus, 
if the price of sugar was 6 cents a pound and the duty 3 cents, it would be equal 
to 50 per cent. ad valorem; butif the price of sugar fell to 6 cents, the duty would 
have risen to 100 per cent. ad valorem, thus doubling the protection and contin- 
ul augmenting with decreasing foreign prices until the duty becomes pro- 
hibitory and the revenue on such articles disappears; whereas the ad valorem 
bears under all changes of price the same exact ratio to the cost of the foreign 
fabric, and therefore is the most just ana cqual, as also necessarily insuring a 
larger revenue, 

In this aspect of the case, the objections to the specific duties as a permament 
system, with a view to revenue, are insuperable, while their unjust operation 
upon labor, in imposing so much higher duties as an equivalent ad valorem on 
the cheaper than the more costly qualities of goods, can not be successfully de- 
fended. 

That is all I care to say at present on that subject. 

One thousand one hundred and thirty-six pages of statements made 
upon all sorts of subjects before the Senate Finance Committee have 
heen furnished to me. Even that mass of matter contains nothing 
taken since September 10, 1888. There may be 1,100 more pages that 
I have not yet seen, and perhaps the committee has not yet had it all 
printed, but I do not propose to analyze it, or to attempt to go over it in 
detail. In great part it consists of the demands of men for specific 
duties and increased or prohibitory taxation. 

Perhaps Mr. Oliver’s statement, on page 125, in regard to steel-wire 
rods, when he was demanding specific rates instead of ad valorem, and 

& SJ ’ 
increases of duty which should amount to prohibition, illustrates the 
tone of all of them as well as any other. The following few lines, 

«which I insert here, show what I mean: 

Senator Beck. Therefore the specific duty at that time was somewhere about 

ito 

Mr. Oriver. About that, I think. 

Senator Beck. That is what I wanted you to guess at if you can not tell oth- 

wise. Now youcomplain ofa reduction from 60 per cent. down to 45 per cent. 

Mr. OLiver. We do most emphatically complain. 

Senator Beck. You want to prohibit foreign competition, so as to control the 
home market yourselves? 

Mr. OLrver. That is our position, and we are notashamed to say it. We want 
the home market to be supplied by the home manufacturers. 

Senator Beck, I thought so. 

While I do not propose now to go into the question of trusts or the 
effect of tariff taxation in their formation and maintenance, because 
that is before the Senate Finance Committee as a separate proposition 
and will doubtless be reported upon separately, at which time I may 
have an opportunity to express my views in regard to them and the en- 
couragement that tariff taxation affords to them, still I can not forbear 
referring to the well-known and somewhat notorious cotton-bagging 
trust, which illustrates how the tariff sustains and protects all the others. 

Congress having imposed prohibitory duties upon jute and the manu- 
factures of jute used for cotton-bagging, all of the men who had by 
law secured a monopoly of the business and effectually excluded all 
competition conspired, or, if you please, combined and formed a trust, 
buying out the smaller concerns and leasing others, and thus through 
the trust controlled the whole product, because their machinery could 
produce in two years more than the country could consume in three, 
and the prohibitory duty had made foreign competition impossible, as 
the American market needed more than three-fourths of all the cotton- 
bagging produced in the world. 

This combination, thus protected in its extortions by the operation 
of our tariff laws, almost doubled the price of the cotton-bagging prod- 
uct to the consumers, and the men who thus conspired, after conceal- 
ing the facts as to their combination, came before the committee when 
brought back after their action had been exposed and admitted that 
they had done it because Congress, or at least the House of Represent- 
atives, seemed determined to interfere with their monopoly, and they 
proposed to make the most out of it while the power to do so remained 
ia their own hands, 
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I do not know of any better commentary on the folly—I might 
perhaps use a stronger term—of such protective duties as destroy 
competition and enable men to combine and conspire so as to ruin 
the mass of the people who must buy from them, as the cotton-bag- 
ging monopolists admit they have done. A feeble pretense was made 
in committee, and it may be repeated, that it did not hurt the pro- 
ducer of cotton because the bale was weighed bagging and all, 
and the price was so much per pound for the whole weight, but when 
that suggestion or assertion came to be investigated it was so absurd 
that Mr. Murdoch, who was one of the men asking for an increase of 
duty on cotton bagging, agreed that all the tare was in effect a loss 
to the producer, as shown by the short extract from his statement 
which I make part hereof, correcting the work in a question from 
purchaser to producer: 


Mr. Murpocn. There is another point to be considered about the price of bag- 
ging. When this cotton is cupented to Liverpool the purchaser of the cotton on the 
other side deducts 6 per cent. for tare; that is, he deducts from a 500-pound bale 
30 pounds for tare, and for the little soiled cotton that may be next to the surface 
of the bale. So that the man who exports the cotton does not pay for the ties and 
bagging at all. 

Senator Beck. Who pays for them? Somebody pays for them. There is 6 per 
cent. deducted for tare; who pays it ? 

Mr. Murpocu. As yon say, somebody pays it. 

Senator Beck. Isit not deducted from the producer always? It must be. Every- 
body can tell that as well as you. : 

r. MuRpDocH. It is the same way when they ship rice; they do not charge for 
the tierce. 

Senator ALpRICH. In this country who pays the 40 cents if it is reduced ? 

Mr. Murvocu. I suppose it would go to the planter. 

Senator ALDRICH. How would it go to the planter? He sells his cotton for the 
same price. 

Mr. Murpocn. Yes; he gets the same price for his cotton. You can makea 
very nice argument about it, but it is so. 

Senator Hiscock. There is no doubt but it must affect the price of cotton ? 

Mr. Murvocn. Every article of commerce is put up in packages, and nobody 
thinks of charging for the packing. Corn is put up in bags; meat is put up in 
boxes or hogsheads, as the case may be, and nobody charges for them ; rice is put 
up in tierces, and nobody charges for the tierces; the same with cotton. When 
an article is sold it always carries the cost of the package. But when a planter 
puts 450 pounds of cotton into a bale, puts the bagging and ties on, and then has 
475 pounds of stuff which he hauls 5 miles to market, and sells 475 pounds at 10 
cents a pound, you can not persuade him that he is not being paid for his bagging 
and ties. You might argue with him for a year and it would not have the slightest 
effect on him. 

Senator Hiscock. He does not appreciate the fact that that is taken into con- 
sideration in establishing the price of the article ? 

Mr. Muxpocu. No; but of course that is so. 


I desire to say further in regard to this question of trusts that 
while so much was being said about the whisky trust, especially in 
Kentucky, I sent a note to John M. Atherton, esq., of Louisville, 
Ky., who was the president of the Distillers’ Association, asking him 
to advise me fully as to whatever trusts existed in regard to Kentucky 
whiskies, telling him that I desired to use his statement before the 
Senate Finance Committee, or to have him examined before that 
committee ifnecessary. He was at Saratoga, N. Y., at the time, and 
wrote out a full statement of the facts, which I tendered to the Sub- 
committee on Finance and requested its publication among the other 
statements which they were having printed. There were some ex- 
pressions in it to which my attention was called, and as the Repub- 
lican members of the committee thought that it contained matters 
they did not care to publish, it was handed back to me. 

Mr. Atherton came to Washington on a summons to appear before 
the House committee. A few days afterwards I submitted it to him, 
and he modified some of the expressions which were objected to or 
were thought improper by the majority of the Finance Committee. 
I said to Senators ALDRICH and ALLISON that I would attend to hav- 
ing that communication printed myself, as there seemed to be some 
reluctance on their part to make it part of the general evidence, I 
now submit it as an appendix to this report, and ask that it may be 
printed along with it, as it is a full, fair, and complete statement of 
the truth by a very intelligent man, and one who is better informed 
in regard to all the doings and operations in distilled spiritsin Ken- 
tucky than, perhaps, any other man in the State. The political sug- 
gestions that he saw fit to make are in entire accord with my views, 
and therefore I ask that the letter may be printed, just as it is writ- 
ten, as part of this statement. 

JAS. B. BECK. 


Saratoca, N. Y., No. 98 CrrcuLak STREET, July 23, 1888. 


Dear SENATOR: The reports from Washington point to the passage of the Mills 
bill by the House. This sends the bill to the Senate, and in view of this proba- 
bility, I take the liberty of submitting to you the facts and reflections contained 
in this communication. To avoid all confusion I will try to keep separate the facts 
and those observations and conclusions which in my judgment grow out of the facts, 
but which I know to be the views of an individual and nothing more. 

As known to you, I am a distiller of and dealer in} Kentucky whisky. In com- 
mon with all self-respecting men engaged in the liquor traffic, I feel a deep inter- 
est in all legislation affecting my business. But apart from this purely selfish 
consideration, as a citizen of this country I again, in common with the members 
of my business, feel that interest in all that concerns this people which honest, 
law-abiding men should feel. Every decent man in the liquor trade, wholesale 
and retail, must experience a sense of regret that statements utterly at variance 
with the facts should be made on the floor of Congress. I will try to mention 
some of these statements, and in each case give you an honest and truthful recital 
of facts, evading nothing and concealing nothing. 

The reports of debates in Congress, in both House and Senate, contain charges 
that there ex'sts in Kentucky a “whisky ring’—a combination organized and 
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was met by ref r to whisky trusts, ete. Does the tariff foster trusts was the 

question you j loes just so far as it restricts competition. A trust is 

an agreement among competitors by which competition is suspended, and so far 
esult it aids and abets the purposes of a trust 


as law workat 


1en, is it not possible for all the manufacturers of the world of a certain article 


,atrust? It is possible, but not probable, for the number adds to the diffi- 

ind a difference of conditions renders the agreement well-nigh impossible. 

farmers of the United States can not form a trust because of their numbers 

e différence in their conditions. Then, again, it will be said the only remedy 

total extinction of trusts effected by the tariff is in free-trade, and a sug- 

gestion to fight the tariff trusts by reducing the duty will be charged, if carried 

10 its logical results, as leading to free trade in all competitive articles and in col- 

lecting all tariff dues from articles not produced in this country. But, however 

sound this charge may appear in theory, it is not sound in practice, for if the 

markets of this country in competitive force are turned over to another country, 
the same danger of trusts would at once arise in that country. 

This is true if one country needs protection against another country; that is, if 
the principle of protection is a true one and based on facts, to destroy the indus- 
tries kept alive by it is to again abridge competition. The only result that would 
follow would be a transfer of the trusts from one field to another. Or instead of a 
manufacturer's trust in this country we would have an agent's trust, represent- 
ing foreign manufacturers. The point to be reached is to induce competition, and 
to do this the largest number of factories should be encouraged—the tariff so re- 
duced as to accomplish this result. If the tariff is so laid as to equalize costs of 
production, protect labor and the capital igvested—for one is useless without the 
ether—then the best result bas been obtained that is possible through the force of 
competitive laws. 

A policy of restriction, as proposed in the Chicago platform, leads unerringly to 
the encouragement of trusts, and if that doctrine is applied it will have the Gov- 
ernment actively engaged in three directions: Cojlecting revenue until the pro- 
hibitory point is reached, to be given back to the people or spent in extravagant 
ways; levying a tariff on articles not produced in this country when the pro- 
hibitory point is reached, such as tea and coffee; and thirdly, in enacting and en- 
forcing a law to squelch the trusts and monopolies built up under the restrictive 
system. 

As I understand the St. Louis platform, it contemplates the maintenance of 
our factories and the protection of our labor upon such basis as will hinder trusts, 
if not destroy them, and give to the people the money unjustly made by combina- 
tions, in addition to that now collected by the Government in excess of its require- 
ments. This will induce competition and give new life to business, while it at 
least curtails the bounties of the trusts and combinations. 

Does not the United States census give the increase in workingmen as well as 
the increase in population? My belief is, if this country is restricted to the home 
market, as proposed by the Republicans, the labor element will increase in greater 
ratio than consumption and the existing evils will be augmented year by year. 
We must consider the increasing difficulties in the way of establishing new in- 
dustries or of making money rapidly in our country, This will add to the work- 
ing clement, which, with the aid of machinery, must vastly outgrow the consum- 
ing ability of the people other than workingmen, for the latteris alarge consumer 
of the product of his own labor, andcan not be benefited by taxing himself directly 
or indirectly. Then our public lands will soon be occupied and this outlet largely 
curtailed. So all the agencies at work conspire to increase the manufacturing 
working force at a greater ratio than the consuming force outside this working 
force. 

If this is true, a policy of such restriction as the Republicans propose will 
bring this country like unto a great steam-boiler without a safety-valve and in 
which the steam is made faster than used, and a destructive explosion must fol- 
low. This constantly-increasing supply of muscle must compete with itself and 
lower its own value if pent up in this country. The trne policy is, keep all of our 
markets not for trusts and monopolies to rob, but for the great body of the people, 
and at the same time get all the outlet we can. To this end let in raw material, 
for on this there has been little labor expended, and of all manner of wealth none 
can lie still until future generations need it, with so little expense and so little 
detriment to the people as raw material. God made it, or makes it every day, and 
even in the case of woo), the grass furnished by rain and sunshine does the work, 
and in it is but little of haman sweat, toil, or risk. 

And, as I once before wrote you, it is no answer to the demand for tariff reform 
to point to the increased wealth of the country. The country has wonderful re- 
sources, and has increased despite our civil war and its enormous taxation. As 
long as the country was thinly populated, lands at our doors to be fenced and 
cultivated at will, and our immense trunk lines of railroad to build, we were bound 
to grow. But we are rapidly, born as our nation was in the full glory of the 
nineteenth century with all Europe to fill up with, becoming an advanced people. 
We had no boyhood, and our years of middle life will be comparatively few. We 
must look quickly to all the ailments that beset the matarer age ofa nation. We 
must continue to grow rich and honestly distribute that increase as far as law and 
justice can go. 

Yours, truly, 
J. M. ATHERTON. 

Hon. JAMES B. BECK, 

United States Senat 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
tee on Printing: 


I offer a resolution to be referred to the Commit- 


Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Finance, with the views of the 
minority, on the bill H. R. 9051 be printed, and that 6,000 extra copies be printed 
to be deposited in the document-room of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that to include the views sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the views of the minority. . 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kentucky is part of the minority 
and his paper is part of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the Senate resolution which I send to the 
desk, and I will state that the investigation as to the cost of the 6,000 
copies has been made by the committee, and that it will cost less than 
$500 to print the 6,000 copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The resolution reported by the 


Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Finance, with the views of the 
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minority, on the bill H. R. 9051 be printed, and that 6,000 extra copies be printed 
to be deposited in the document-room of the Senate. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

G. W. M’ ADAMS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] to yield to me that I may reauest the Senate to take 
up for present consideration Order of Business 2068, being the bill (H. 
R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. t authorizes the Postmaster-General 
to release and relieve George W. McAdams, postmaster at Mount Pleas- 
ant, Iowa, and his sureties, of all responsibility and liability to the 
Government for funds and property of the Government stolen from the 
post-office on the night of July —, 1885, by burglars, if he shall, upon 
examination, find that the loss was without negligence, fault, or blame 
on the part of the postmaster. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is a favorable report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask the Senator from Iowa to tell us why this 
case does not fall under the general law provided for such cases. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. For the reason that the key-deposit fund, 
which is a small amount, $72, and also the postal notes which were 
stolen, are not embraced in the general law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
August 9, 1888: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams, have examined the same, and re- 
ort: 

The report upon which this bill passed the House is approved, and is as fol- 
ows: 

“Your committee, being satisfied that no danger can arise to the Government 
under the provisions of the bill submitting the question of negligence, fault, 
and blame to the Postmaster-General for his determination, recommend the 


passage of the bill.” 
The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE LOUISIANA ELECTION CASE. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] is entitled to the floor on the resolution submitted 
by him in relation to the Louisiana election. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
executive session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I was not prepared for the—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was simply going to suggest to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], who 
has heretofore conducted the debate in respect to this resolution and 
evinced a good deal of interest in it, is detained from the Senate, as I 
understand, by indisposition, whether he will not consent to let this 
resolution go over until Monday when we may hope that the senior Sen- 
ator from Louisiana may be present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to state that I had not expected 
that opposition would be made to the passage of the resolution from 
anything that had been said by the senior Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Grsson]. The junior Senator from that State [Mr. Eustis] has, 
however, called for the yeas and nays on the passage of the resolution, 
and under those circumstances I yield to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee and allow the resolution to go over until Monday in 
the hope that by that time the senior Senator from Louisiana will be 
here and indicate his opposition to the passage of the resolution, if he 
intends to make such opposition, as I have not understood that he did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will resume its place 
on the Calendar. 


Pending that, I think we had better have a short 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 
asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes ot 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Burnes, Mr. SAYERS, 
and Mr. RYAN managers at the further conference on the part of the 
House. 

DEFICIENCY IN APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 

ation of executive business. 











| 
Ld 


The PRESIDENT pro tem r The Senator fr 
CocK RELL] moves th it the Senate proceed to the co lerat of « 
ecutive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. M1 
CHELL | for a moment 


MITCHELL. Yesterday I gave notice that in the event tl 








the Senate should be in session to-morrow I would ask the courtesy « 
the Senate to allow me to submit some remarks on the bill introduced 


by myself looking to the reduction of letter postage to 1 cent per oun 
As the Senate has agreed to adjourn over, I now give notice that on 


Monday next, at some convenient time which will not interfere wit] 
the discussson of the tariff measure I shall ask the courtesy of the Se1 
ate to permit me to submit a few remarks on that bill \t t f 

gestion of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations | Mr. AL- 
LISON ], who has charge of the tariff bill, I will give not that imm« 





ately after the morning business on Monday I shall ask leave to p 
ceed with my remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice in that connection that at 
earliest possible moment on Monday morning I i k ; 





sideration of the tariff bill. ; 


Mr. COCKRELL. I now renew my motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from M uri mov 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busin¢ 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid 





eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in exe itive 
session the doors were ré¢ ope ned, and (at 4 o'clock and 36 min es PD ( 
m. ) the Senate adjourned until Monday, October 8, 1882 120’cl I 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate O 


R OF CUSTOMS. 
E. D. Lynn, of Te xas, to be collector of cu ms I t list o! 
Saliuria, Tex., vice Otto L. Threlkeld, deceased. 
PROMOTION IN THE AR 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 


First Lieut. James Parker, regimental quartermaster, 
October 2, 1888, vice Lawton, who resigns his line co 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Oct 1, 1888. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Beal Gaither, to be agent for the Indians of the Siletz agency, in 
Oregon. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate O 


Van Court Yantis, of Missouri, to be assayer-in-char the United 
States assay office at St. Louis, Mo. 
POSTM ASTERS, 


Charles H. Tracey, to be postmaster at Anaconda 
Deer Lodge, Territory of Montana. 

John P. Gasper, to he postmaster at Kingsley, in the « nt 
Plymouth and State of 7 


t 


nrar 
vi LN sh 


Samuel 8. Sears, of Elko County, Nevada, to be agent for the Indi 
of the Nevada agency in Nevada. 
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RE moved to reconsider by which the resolu 
was avreed to: and also ie motion to reconsider be 
yn the table. 


latter motion wa 


\TE. 


that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill 
granting the right of way tothe Pensacola and Memphis Rail- 


I 1 Company over ¢ ugl » public lands the ited States | ,.- . : . > 
oad Company over and through the public lat of the United Stat | bill, and then on the final passage the point of no quorum could be 


in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and grant- 
ing the right of way to said railroad company over and through the 


United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in the | 


State of Florida. 


The message also communicated to the House the following order | 


adopt “l by the Senate: 

Ordered, That the Secretary return tothe House of Representatives House en- 
rolled bill No, 10633, entitled “An act for the relief of Dr. John Read,” with the 
message that before the delivery of said enrolled bill to the Senate a motion had 
been made in the Senate pursuant to its rules to reconsider the vote of the Sen- 
ate passing said original bill, andthe Senate had ordered that the House of Rep- 
resentatives be requested to return said bill to the Senate. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CARUTH, 
indetinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 1 desire to request leave of absence for 
my colleague, Mr. WEBER. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, on last evening, while temporarily oc- 
cupying the chair, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] laid 
a request upon the desk asking leave to have some matter printed, I 
do not now remember what, which I inadvertently overlooked. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in during the day, and the 
Chair will call the attention of the House to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY, NICARAGUA. 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of Senate bill 1305. 
I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Calendar and take up the bill 
at this time for consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
1 (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


Mfr PITH 


Itncorp, and I suppose the formal reading of the bill may now be dis- 
pensed with. 
»SPEAKER,. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
1 from Arkansas to dispense with the reading of the bill. 
‘ir. DUNN, I desire to make this additional statement. I hope 


the bill will be taken up, and if so I shall allow all fair and reasonable | 
time for its full discussion. Ido not desireto hurry itthrough. Itis | 


} 


a bill of great importance, one which has engaged national interest for 
years, and I trust no gentleman will object to its full and fair consid- 
eration. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


bill. 
WASHINGTON. I dislike, of course, to object to any man’s 
pet measure, but this is a bill of too great importance to be considered 


full House. I know there are a great many members who desire to 
offer amendments and debate the bill, who are not present. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
the fullest opportunity will be given to offer amendments. We could 
at least go on and debate the bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The members who desire to offer the amend- 
ments are not present. 


Mr. BAYNE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee, if 


the bill be taken up and considered, he could at any time intercept its 
progress by making the point of no quorum. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will allow the 
bill to be considered, and then after hearing and participating in the 
consideration, if he sees proper to do so, he can make the point of no 
quorum on the final passage of the bill, and so let it go over until a 
quorum appears. 

\ir. BURNES. I would like to suggest to my friend from Arkansas 
| Mr. DUNN] that I could not consent to the bill being considered at 
length until after the House shall have acted on the conference report. 

Mr. DUNN. I thought that was disposed of. 

Mr. BURNES. It has not been, but will take but a short time this 
morning. 

Mr. DUNN. I was not present at the close of the House yesterday, 
bat I thought final action had been taken on the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentleman 
from Tennessee objects ? 


Mr. WASHINGTON, Ide. 


‘ir, DUNN. This bill was read on Monday last and printed in the | , 5 pa 
; | Secretary of the Treasury. 
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Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will withdraw 
his objection and make the point of no quorum on the final passage. 

Mr. LAYNE, By that means the gentleman from Tennessee will 
have control of the bill. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. 1 would state in reply to the gentleman from 


ee | Arkansas [Mr <1 that were we rit he consideratic 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCooK, itsSecretary, announced | Arkansas [Mr. Dunn] that were we to go on with the consideration 


of the bill it would merely entangle the House in a call of the House 


| from the mere fact that there is no quorum present. 


Mr. DUNN. That could be obviated by having consideration of the 


made and the consideration of the bill could be abandoned and go 
over until a quorum appears hereafter. 

Mr. BAYNE. We could arrive at a satisfactory conclusion with 
reference to that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I do not withdraw my objection for the 
present. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr, DUNN], and under the practice will now recognize a 
gentleman on the other side of the House. 

PETROLEUM AS FUEL ON STEAMERS. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 

mittee on the Revision of the Laws from the further consideration of 


| the bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatsection 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the sameis hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: Provided, 
however, That the Secretary of the Treasury may permit the use of petroleumas 
fuel on steamers not carrying passengers without the certificate of the super- 
vising inspector of the district where the vessel is to be used, subject to such con- 
ditions and safeguards as the Secretary of the Treasury in his judgment shall 
provide. Fora violation of any of the conditions imposed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury a penalty of $500 shall be imposed, which penalty shall be a lien 
upon the vessel, but a bond may, as provided in other cases, be given to secure 
the satisfaction of the judgment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the bill having been 
referred to a committee of which Iam a member I have examined the 
subject. I can see no objection tothe passage of the bill and I hope no 
objection will be interposed. It is simply to enable vessels not carry- 
ing passengers to use petroleum as fuel, and has the approval of the 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the committee will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill and it will be con- 
sidered at this time. 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANDEVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. PEEL. Iask unanimous consent to take up for consideration 


| the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
in a House like this though I would not object to its consideration in a | 


Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers of the confer- 
ence on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. 3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to allow honorably discharged scldiers 
and sailors of the late war who have abandoned or relinquished their 
homestead entries before the expiration of the six months allowed by 
section 2304 of the Revised Statutes to make another entry, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. WHEELER], and the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. Asa matter of privilege, I ask for the further con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference on the general 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will the gentleman yield to me for one mo- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorr] has 
demanded the regular order. : 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. But the gentleman from Missouri has the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has demanded the reg- 
ular order. : ; 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I wanted to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill to relieve certain citizens of Nevada. 
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The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Texas has d nded the reg- 
ular order, and the Chair has no discretion but to p d under tha 
order. 

Mr. BURNES. [ask the Clerk to read a 11 d 11 


The Clerk read as foll 


Industrial ¢ n Home 








Industrial ¢ in Home Association of I 2 
incorporatio the establishment and ma e ¢ i 
cational institution in Salt Lake City for t Ww 
and children of Utah and Idaho Territories wh : 
to the Mormon Church, $75,000; and for con 3 ation 
$5,000; in all, $80,000, 

The money hereby appropriated shall be dis f said 
association, who shall give such bonds for thef ‘ 3 
as may be deemed juisite by the Secretary 
cupendituves under tills appropriation i bea mis 
which shall herea act as the board s 





rt to Congr 3 





make an annual re; 
its expenditures. 


Mr. ROGERS. Willthe gentleman from Missouri i me amo 
ment forasuggestion? Reverting to the aqueduct i { } 





in view of the fact that this conference report will go » the ce 
mittee of conference, it has occurred to me since t! t was up 
here yesterday that if there was any doubt at all about the resolution 
as it now stands being broad enough in its scope to aut 1e con 
mittee to have engineers from civil life employed to make further 
vestigation into the character of the work, it ought to be made sufli- 
ciently broad to accomplish that purpose; becau na matter of so 
much importance, involving acoupleof millionof d it will prob- 
ably involve that amount before we get through with it—and where 
the derelictions seem to lie at the door of the Engineer Department of 
the Government, it may not be safe for ly exclu 


the committ tor 
sively upon investigations made by that depart: 
hand, the committee should find that it will not be ne¢ 

ploy civil engineers to look into the matter further, then oi 
expense need not be incurred. But we « 
or in what line an investigation of this kit 
resolution should be made broad enoug 
call in engineers from civil life, if they shall find Ol 
portant to do so. | 


° II, O1 i 
ry to em- 
course the | 
iat direction | 
I think the 
to 











Mr. BURNES. I think the resolution is broad e1 to cover the | 
suggestion of the gentleman from A is. Th he reé 
tion which provides that the comm shall ] ‘ o emp 
experts would, I think, cover the poin 

Mr. ROGERS. If so, of course my suggestion is not 1 irv. 

Mr. BURNES. But the committee will consider the matter « 
fully and thoroughly. The object of the committee —and if we do not | 


accomplish it we shall fail only in ability —is to have a fall thorough 











investigation. so that all the information upon th t in pe 
sibly be of any value may be obtained and communicated to the House 
But if the resolution shall be found insufiicient it will be enlarged 
conference. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendments wl 
to my mind exceedingly —— 

Ir. ROGERS. Novel. 

Mr. BURNES. I was about to say ridicul 
lect a proper word to describe tl y are, thank i 
from Arkansas, most novel, un vlieled, and t 
They do not express a high ord idy ( 
nor that practical common se isnally « VC 
gressman, even if heserves el He 

I wish to call particular attenti ing amend- | 
ments. The first proposition is that $80,000, includ . 0,000 tor con- 
tingent expenses, shall now be appropriated and placed in the hands 
of the treasurer of the Industrial Christian H Association of Utah 
Territory to further aid that institution, under its arti of i pora 
tion, in the establishment and maintenance of an industrial and edu- | 
cational institution in Salt Lake City, for the } fit of the depend 





women and children of Utah and Idaho Territori 
‘* sever their allegiance to the Mormon Church.”’ 
The second amendment provides, substantially, th lh | 
be used by this private corporation, without 
upon a mere sentimentality which underlies th: 
In order to have before the House all the law |} 
I will commence with the commencement. 
The first provision with regard to the matter will be f 


striction, 


e whole proposition. 
Y vy +} 
year 


} 
ubject | 
' 
| 
i 


und in the 





sundry civil appropriation bill for the year ending June 30, 1887. It 
was an amendment put upon that bill by the Senate (and in the con- 
ference the House was compelled to yield, or did yield, to it at the 
time), and was intended merely to aid in the support of indigent women 
and children whom the rigors of Federal laws against polygamy had 


nade homeless and husbandless and fatherless. It 


)USTRIAI 


is follows 


INI HOME IN UTAH TERRIT« 


That is not the name of the private corporation now figur 
deliberations. 


g in our 





To aid in the establishment of an industrial home in rritory of Utah 
to provide employment and means of self-support for t d -ndent women 


who renounce polygamy, and the children of such women, 
said Territory, with a view to aid in the suppression of 


$40,000; said sum to be expended upon requisition of and under 


of tender age, in 
my therein, | 
he manage- 


polyg 
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ard sist 
= . rs 
: ' 
sand d 3 ‘ 
( t pe to sa n $ connect 
s for S*°O ) } I et ~ , 
of $10,000, ma ne the * 340 OO 
Under the provision of law just read th - 
ceeded to rent a private residence in the city of Salt ke. { 
iey agreed to pay $45 per mont lat an « . 


they furnished this house, and placed it in « 

















resenting this private corporation ror ten t } 
thus established was carried on by whe I 
the r S of the « ora } | to « to ¢ 
is 1 maspeech mad other day 
ig distinguished gentleman from the Sta of \ ! 
pare n ient to 1 reneral deficiency , and had ! 
porated therein That Sen amendment on the general d y 
at t st session of the Forty-ninth Congress, was ac ced in 
by the conferees on the partof the House. Itis avery p l i- 
ment Another peculiar feature of the proceedi wi l ‘ peen 
1 rete Ss matter— 
Mr. STRUI Will the gentleman permit an interruptio 
Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. STRUBLI In order that I may clearly understand this matt 
I wish to ask whether the gentleman is now referring to the fir 


priation made by the Forty-ninth Congre 
Mr. BURNES. I have just referred to the first appropriat 


} am now referring to the second. 











Mr. STROBLE. Was not the first appropriation mad I 
nth Congress ? 
Mr. BURNES The first was vie at the first sessio 
th Congress; and the second was attempted to | dea 
m of the Forty-ninth Congress. 
Mr. STRUBLE. And that is the one you are now referring to? 


Mr. BURNES. Itis. It will be remembered that at the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-ninth Congress the general defi ll failed 


iency bill for 











want of time, as alleged, on the part of the Senate. In consequence of 
that failure the provision of course did not take effect; but in the agree- 
ment between the representatives of the two Houses upon these ques 
the general deficiency bill, which failed at the closing session « 
Forty-ninth Congress, was made a special deficiency bill at this 
ssion of Congress; that is to say, all that had been agreed up 
I rence was made the subject of a sper lal deticien b ¢ 
ere circumstances had demonstrated that an appropriation 
necessary 
rhis was done in order to remedy promptly the evils which the fa 
e of the bill had caused. The bill, thus framed, contained t! 
l amendn of the Senate, which I will now proceed to ec 
1 I want to call the attention of gentlemen particularly to the g 
x ce therein manifest, to take the expenditure of this money o 
pro ] ds and place it in unofficial hands, and hands perhaps but 
poorly qualified for the business-like disposition of large su of 
I ’ 
H ( nH 4 
wt 
There, for the first time, we strike the corporate name of th t 


oration organized under the laws of the Territory of Utal 
1 Ca x on under its articles of 
ployment and means of self-support for th 
and their « 


rryin incorporation 
e dependent women who 
renounced polygamy, hildren of tender a 


That is $40,000 in addition to the first appropriation. 


















ut the unexpended balance of the ropriat rid 2 
m of an industrial home the Territory of Utah ntained 1 uct of 
Ce approved August 4, 1886, « i ‘An act making aj 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fisea! year end ju 
and for other purposes,” shall be deeme ia part of this appr stio 
board of control mentioned in said former appropriation sha 
tures under this appropriation and report yearly tothe § 
terior 

[ want gentlemen to observe particularly that in t 


change the responsibility, and I may say official n iwement 


expenditure of this insuffici 





money, 





**the board of control mentioned in said ‘ ' pr ull 
| audit the expenditures.’’ It was an added dut { ij 

not repeal the law making them a board of control i: ¢ ure 
| of the mone y. It was: to ce t ( ) 

the position of mere au wit eference to t expe 

tures to be made, as w: this private « ition } f 

tunately the S« ry asury, and pet ‘ I 

i that this language did not effect the object « red. t 


of management was not displaced by reason of th rovisior 
sequently that the board of management ren 
second law as under the first, and lawfally co 
ture of all the money appropriated. It has been cla | ) 


the corporation authorities, and by gentler » cont 
in the other end of the Capitol, that the second t of 
| expending these appropriations in the p: 1 the 
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** Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah;’’ but notwithstand- 
ing the law, that corporation, it is said, has consented that Governor 
West shall hold the money, but allow the corporation to expend it as 
it ple ases. 

Contrast the pending propositions with the preceding legislation and 
you will find that what was not even intimated in the first proposi- 
tion, but which was attempted in the second provision of legislation, 
is now boldly attempted by this third effort on the part of gentlemen, and 
to take this appropriation from the control of legitimate officials and 
place it in the hands of private persons or a private corporation. I do 
not know how far I can make allusion to speeches made in the other 
end of the Capitol or language used in conference, but I feel authorized 
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to go as far as gentlemen have gone in discussing this proposition in | 


the Senate. Therefore I say in the conference, we weretold distinctly 
that the language used severing ‘‘allegiance from the Mormon Church” 
was absolutely and indispensably necessary and would not be yielded 
under any circumstances. 


| words; that they were not essential. 


It was regarded by your conferees as a proposition in the nature of | 
offering a home and provisions—in short a bribe under pretense of | 


charity—to poor deluded women, as we think, to induce them to ‘‘ sever 
their allegiance to a church.’’ In such an affair as that we can not con- 
sent to be a party. We seek to avoid all interference in matters eccle- 
siastic, and have nothing to do, in making appropriations, with sever- 


ing church allegiance. 


No member of this House will be accused of any relationship to this | 


church I trust, because he is of opinion that it is not the province of 
our Government to enter the field of churchmen as a proselyte, al- 
though it has been said in another place than this that the Mormon 
Church is actively opposed to the legislation under consideration. I 
presume gentlemen who make such a statement have some information 
in support of it and have not recklessly made the hazard of an asser- 
tion that they ought to be prepared to maintain as a fact. 

The House Committee on Appropriations have seen nothing tending 
to justify the remarks to which I have alluded. No member of that 
committee has been advised by the Mormon Church or any of its rep- 
resentatives, if any sucharehere. If they have given their confidences 
to members of another body it was their right, and we do not com- 
plain. 

We take notice of the laws of the country and learn from them that 
polygamy is forbidden; that it is under the ban of Congressional leg- 
islation, and ought to be eradicated, even if a constitutional amend- 
ment were required to accomplish the work. But our work ends with 
polygamy and does not reach over into the realm of church allegiance, 
or into the moral consciences of men or women. The fact of polygamy 
is to be assailed. We attack its practices asa crime, and punish those 
who commit it. But we punish the body and not the soul of acriminal. 
We punish for acts not thoughts—for words, sometimes, but never 
for sentiments entertained. 

A distinguished gentleman said elsewhere on Tuesday: 

Whatever lapses there have been on the part of Congress and the Executive 
in dealing with the monstrous evil of polygamy in Utah and the adjacent Ter- 
ritories of the United States; however delinquent the Government may have 
been in dealing with that evil, and however much the Mormon hierarchy may 
have profited by these lapses and delinquencies, no part of the fault for all this 
can be laid at the door of the women of America. 

What ‘‘lapses’’ on the part of the Executive have occurred? Have 
gentlemen so soon forgotten the noble words of the President in be- 
half of the sanctity of the home and of the institution of marriage ? 
Have they no remembrance of the grand results of his administration, 
which have almost destroyed polygamy from the face of our land? It 
seems that one gentleman at least has the courage of insinuation, if he 
lacks the courage to make a direct statement. He intimates that there 
have been lapses in dealing with polygamy on the part of the Presi- 
dent. 

I do not wish to say one word which would be unpleasant to my 
friends on my right, not a word. But it is due to the President of the 
United States. I should say that thirty yearsago the Republican party 
denominated the institution of polygamy as the twin relic of barbarism 
and promised the country to destroy it; but like many other promises 
made in the past concerning great national questions it has not been 
redeemed. Nor was any practical progress made by administrative or 
executive action until the present administration of Grover Cleveland 
came into power. 

True, there was some legislation prior, some feeble efforts from time 
to time; but for twenty-four years of Republican administration we had 
no results in the destruction of this great evil by administrative effort 
and practically none by legislation. Butin four years of this Admin- 
istration polygamy has been practically destroyed. 

Criticism should have been avoided by the gentleman, as it has 
made necessary a contrast between the results of twenty-four years of 
Republican administration with four years of Democratic administra- 
tion, and by such contrast there are gentlemen who will be put to an 
open shame, much to my regret. 

Mr. Speaker, what this House through its conferees offered to do in 
order to harmonize with the Senate on these amendments—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for interrupting 
him just there in order that I may understand exactly the position of 
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this matter? Do I understand the gentleman to state that the Senate 
conferees refused to take from amendment No. 112 the words to which 
he has referred—‘* who desire to sever their allegiance to the Mormon 
Church ?’’ 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. When the conferees of the House reached 
these amendments they were told that the words quoted by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Maine would not be surrendered under any 
circumstances, and it was not until the second day of the conference we 
were told that if we could agree upon the other conditions they, the 
Senate conferees, would waive the language ‘‘sever their allegiance to 
the Mormon Church.”’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because I understood that the Senate conferees 
took the position that they were entirely willing fo surrender these 


Mr. BURNES. That was done at the last moment, and not until 
near the expiration of the conference, but we now make no issue upon 
that. It may be considered as yielded by the Senate conferees. But 
it is still in the Senate amendment and is before the House. 

Now, what is the pending proposition? It is a proposition, as it 
stands, to take $135,000, with six or eight or ten thousand dollars (we 
know not how much) of it expended, $40,000 of which are now in the 
hands of the governor of Utah Territory, and place it all in the hands 


| of a private corporation controlled by individual people living, some in 
| Salt Lake City, some in one place, and some in another, mainly, I may 


say, married women whose business qualifications have never been suc- 
cessfully demonstrated, so far as I know, upon any field of business 
activity or in any branch of business enterprise. Their respectability 
is not called in question; their business capacities and experience are, 
perhaps, practically untried. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman pardon me for a moment to ask 
whether or not it is true that there are gentlemen of respectability re- 
siding in the city of Salt Lake who are connected with the institution 
as members of the board of directors, or in some such capacity ? 

Mr. BURNES. ‘There are names appearing in the articles of incor- 
poration that indicate that there are men connected withit; but I can say 
that the life and the soul and the body of the whole institution is the 
creation of a lady of rare mental and moral endowments—Mrs. New- 
man—who has represented its interests here from the beginning. What- 
ever names may be used, and whatever gentlemen may be in the back- 
ground, this institution is one of women. 

.Mr. DINGLEY. Just as in the case of many other beneficial and 
reformatory institutions, I suppose. 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. I have no objection to make to that; 
but that, as you will see when I come to state the ground upon which 
we offer to harmonize, has a direct bearing on the suggestion made by 
the House conferees, and I think you will see and admit that the prop- 
osition of the House conferees was just, fair, and even liberal. We 
say to the Senate conferees, you want a home, a permanent home, if 
you please, into which can be received the destitute women and chili- 
dren who have abandoned or proposed to abandon polygamy. You 
want a new house on a new lot, and you want that house furnished, 
and you want annual supplies from the Government, almost exclu- 
sively. A little is expected, perhaps from private contributions or 
private charity, but it is practically admitted in the papers here that 
the institution must rest upon the Government of the United States 
for yearly maintenance. We say we will let this institution be estab- 
lished, we will build you a house that will cost $50,000—that is, the 
house they want—we will build this house and furnish it and provide 
all the money necessary to accomplish these ends. 

When we shall have built you this house and furnished it we will 
place it under the control and in the hands of the corporation repre- 
sented by Mrs. Newman and her associates for management as a public 
institution of the United States. They shall manage it. We will de- 
fine simply by law or regulation the classes of people who shall. be 
admitted into the institution; and in that respect I will say that we 
offered and again offer to make these classes embrace all the people 
who it is claimed have been rejected under the management of Gov- 
ernor West; that is to say, in the report of the commission and of the 
corporation it appears that certain classes of women were not allowed 
to be admitted into the home, such, for instance, as first wives and 
girls who had been introduced into the Territory, not knowing that 
polygamy was one of the institutions of the church. 

Now, so far as the classes are concerned, we propose, after we shall 
have built this house on business principles, and after we shall have 
furnished it to their heart’s content, to place it under the control of 
this private corporation and make an appropriation for its support which 
that corporation will expend. Five thousand dollars are asked for con- 
tingent expenses. 

This private corporation has some contingent expenses. For wh 
It is alleged thatit is to pay traveling expenses of parties who will have 
to go East or elsewhere in search of teachers, in search of people who 
are to take charge of the interests of the institution, etc.; and also to 
pay the expenses of indigent females who want to enter the home, but 
who can not get from their places of residence to the city of Salt Lake 
where the home is to be located. Weare disposed to recognize the 
great work of Mrs, Newman as justifying a proper payment to her for 
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ever of success or non-success may result; and for t } 
that alone, we would probably agree to one-half the 
contingent expenses. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Wiil the gentleman permit 
before he passes from that to the discussion of other poin ld 
like to inquire what the conferees propose in regard to y 
cide upon the admissions to this home? I lers 1 tl 
time the authority to decide that question rested with the 
Utah: and I would like to hear if the matter has been d 
if it is proper to disclose it, what the conferees of t} 
to the conferees of the Senate on that point. 

Mr. BURNES. I have stated, and will stat 
claim that there were certain classes of applicants nissit 
the home which were rejected by Governor West 
which some forty or fifty destitute women and ch d ( 
of the benefits of this home.’ That is the claim i 

Mr. STRUBLE. That much I remember. 

Mr. BURNES. Ihave seen the statement of this « l to 
the classes that it alleges have been denied adn l G 
West, and also the claim of the corporation as to the 
to have admitted, and if Iam not mistaken as to its suggs on 
are willing to recognize those classes as proper objects for 
into the institution. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And the authority of deciding up 
with the Government? 

Mr. BURNES. Not at all. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Then I would like to know in whom the 
propose to repose this authority. 

Mr. BURNES. It wasreposed wholly by law. We prefer to define 
the classes by law, but it can be done by regulations from time to time 
by the Interior Department. In view of the fact that other and 1 
classes may be presented in the future for admission, we t k in son 


respects the giving of the power to the Secretary of the Interior to make 
from time to time regulations as to these classes of people to be ad- 
mitted will prove convenient and advantageous. 


But, if it is objected that the Secretary of the Interior ought not to | 


be allowed from time to time to make regulations defining the classes 
of people who are to be admitted to a Government institution, which 
the Government has to pay for and support, and the subject should n 

be settled by law, but left to the will of this corporation, then, indeed, 


we can not too quickly abandon the whole business and employ some | 


one by contract to take care of and maintain all the poor of Utah Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. STRUBLE. The reason I asked the question was that I had an 
intimation that it was the fault of the conferees to suggest, or to pro- 
vide, or to endeavor to provide, that the Secretary of the Interior should 
be authorized to decide upon certain classes or upon all classes not dis- 
tinctly provided for in the law that should be admitted to the home. 

Mr. BURNES. We suggested to the conferees on the part of the 
Senate that in our judgment vesting this power in the Secretary of 
the Interior would give an elasticity to the powers of the corporation 
that would not exist if we put the regulations in the law. But upon 
that provision the Senatorial conferees can take their choice. They can 
either embrace all these classes in the law or they can allow the Sec- 
retary of the Interior from time to time to define the classes that shall 
be admitted. 

When this new building is finished and furnished it goes 
hands of this corporation without limitation or restraint as to the do- 
mestic management. They should be required to make report as to 
how they expend the money, and be required to expend it in the sup- 
port of the classes of people nominated in the law or nominated in the 
regulations of the Secretary of the Interior. That certainly is not an 
unreasonable requirement. 

As for Governor West and the judges of the supreme court, they 
have established this home and have managed its affairs for nearly two 
years. They have not failed to act in aceord with the representatives 
of the corporation so far as the law allowed; and the success of the 
management can be understood in view of the fact that the highest 
number of inmates in the home at any one time was twenty-seven, and 
the average of such inmates has not been more than seven. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
reason for that does not lie in the fact that the governor rejected a 


into the 


large proportion of those whom the institution was intended to bene- | 


fit—somewhat over one hundred, for example, in ten months. 

Mr. BURNES. A claim of that sort is made by the representatives 
of the corporation, but after two years ofeffort, two years of advertise- 
ment, and an extraordinary appropriation almost without restraint or 
restriction in its expenditure, the inmates of the home to-day are one 
woman and five children. 

It has been reported to us officially that $6,900 were expended for 
the first ten months in and about the institution. The expenditures 


gince have not been reported officially, but in one of the papers I find | 
it stated by the corporation that the amount expended up to August 


last is $13,500. 





At this point I want to call the attention of the House | 


tion of a new building or in the purchaseofground. Indeed I may 
there is no power given to the corporation to handle one dol 
money except at the discretion of the board of control, of 
governor is chairman. 
This sum of $40,000 is n hands of the g noi t 
It is said that $10,500 have | for a lo But vill not st 
upon the fact that neither t ion n he bo of co 
any more power to buy un I had They say the 
bought a lot for $10,500. Iam willing the Government 
lot, shall recognize the transaction, irreg as i I c 
penditure, and have the title of th made t f 
| Then they say that there is a contract to build on t an 3 
house, and that the plan contemplates ultin 
ll go further and say ti f there I 1a i 
in the spirit of healing the business judgment of t poration man 
agers, to lave a provision made which shall ta i fany such con 
tract, if one has been made. If in gvod faith there has been a contra 
made and the work Tog g. lam willing t t we shall re 
n it, and carry it on to completion under the contract. 
Mr. RYA? Let me ask my colleague on the committee a 
at this point. Suppose it be true that there is a contract for the 
struction of this building—the entire building—a portion of it 
gent ) further appropriations, how is it practicab! 
cumstances to turn the work over to the Trea Department 
Mr. Bl Ls I iswer my ff id anda ate 1 tt 
mO lar that eged cont ct is ¢ ed, 1 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Having suggested tl y 
I y wish to na y informant. I lea NM 
who has been more prominent, perhaps, than other 
matter, that a building is in process of construction, and t t 
are up, or nearly up; at any rate, that some $18,000 has bec 
upon the building. 

Mr. BURNES. All I need say in reply to that is that i] \ 
great respect for Mrs. Newman and for any statement she mak¢ Mrs 
Newman, however, has not been there for some time, and ] 
certain that if she makes that statement she is mistaken. 
have had no such information from Mrs. Newman, and I ha 
with her upon the subject. I need not repeat what I havea 
that I have great respect for her statements and great res] 
but I can not believe that this work is in progress, as has been 
by the gentleman from Maine. 

I find in these papers before me, coming from this corporation, th 
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tion: and if there be a valid contract, a contract entitled to the respect- 
ful consideration of any gentleman on this floor, we will take care of 
that in its order and according to the necessities of the case. 

Mr. RYAN. Ah, but that does not answer my question. I assume 
that there is a contract for the construction of a building, that it pro- 
vides for constructing a building according to certain plans and specifi- 
cations. Now the question I ask is this: If you are to carry out that 


contract in good faith, how are you to turn the work over to the Secre- | 


tary of the Treasury? 

Mr. BURNES. I was going tosay further, in answer to my colleague, 
that if the work is in that condition we will set apart the $18,000 con- 
tracted to be paid for it and let the work be finished. But the addi- 
tional work, the work on the wings or extensions, is not under con- 
tract; that is not pretended by anybody. 

Mr. RYAN. It is pretended that it is under contract, subject only 
to the contingency of Congress making appropriation to pay for the 
work? 

Mr. BURNES. Then, if that contingency exists, we are not bound 
to recognize the contract as extending to the wings, because in making 
the appropriation we can provide that we will not ratify the contract 
to that extent. 

The Secretary of the Treasury can, through his agents and instru- 
mentalities, extend this building, erect the additional buildings; and I 
call the attention of my colleague on the committee to the fact that in 
the estimates sent in here by this corporation it is expressly stated that 
they want $50,000 for the purpose of putting another story upon this 
building now under contract. That is business for you with a ven- 
geance—they contract for the erection of a building with ample means 
under their control, and then ask more money to put another story 
uponit! I give this as a sample of the business wisdom with which 
this money will be expended if placed under the control of this corpo- 
ration. 

It is said the treasurer of this private corporation is to give a bond 
for the faithful distribution of this money; and it is also said that we 
have used the word ‘‘he’’ in the law, and that this necessarily implies 
that the treasurer must be a male, although at present I understand 
the treasurer is a female, under disability with regard to making bonds 
in consequence of being a married woman. Whatsort of a bond would 
a married woman make as treasurer for the disbursement of United 
States fands? 

Away with all that! Iam perfectly willing for this money to be 
expended as all other moneys of the United States are expended—by 
a proper disbursing officer to be appointed under existing law. If those 
who ask this appropriation object to accepting the money in that way, 
then it is not so much the institution that they want, it is not so much 
the suppression of polygamy that they are after, as it is the cash in 
the hands of irresponsible parties who are not officially authorized to 
receive it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has the gentleman examined the statutesof Utah 
sufficiently to be able to state that under those statutes a woman can 
not give bond in a case like this? 

Mr. BURNES. I have not; it may be that she can. 

Mr, STRUBLE. I understand the laws are very liberal out there. 
I did not know but that in this respect the law might be as it is in the 
State ofIowa. In our State a woman can give bonds. 

Mr. BURNES. I will ask to have printed in the Recorp as a part 
of my remarks some of the documents to which I have alluded, so that 
this whole matter may be made of record for subsequent legislators 
who may be called to consider it. 

I close by saying that we are perfectly willing to give to this insti- 
tution the control of the building and its management. We are per- 
fectly willing to define by law the classes of inmates, or to give the 
Secretary of the Interior authority to regulate from time to time what 
classes shall be admitted, with a view of extirpating polygamy. We 
are willing that the purchase of the lot shall be recognized and the lot 
turned over to the Government. If there has been a contract made in 
good faith and work done under it, if the foundations have been laid as 
alleged, we are willing to recognize that work. It was never claimed 
until yesterday that any more work had been done than the laying of 
the foundations; now we are told that the work is already finished, or 
nearly so. 

We are willing to recognize this thing in good faith. We are will- 
ing to create a great charitable institution. We are willing to do any- 
thing to suppress polygamy, We are willing this private corporation 
shali have control of it. We are willing to take this contingent fund 
and make provision for the payment of the services of Mrs. Newman, 
who has represented it from its inception and who ought to be paid 
something for her services if we recognize this institution at all. We 
are willing to do this, and the only thing between the inclination of 
our minds and gentlemen on the part of the Senate is that we will not 
allow this money to be transferred from the hands of Governor West 
to the less responsible hands of the treasurer of a private corporation, 
but insist that the money shall be placed in the hands of a disbursing 
officer under the United States. And that is all there is between us 
to-day. 

It is simply a question who shall expend this money for the building 
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of this new house. The old house is there. They are occupying it, 
Let them continue to occupy it. They have properly the control of it. 
They have properly the right to operate it until we build this new 
building. Let us build it as rapidly as possible. Let us make it 


as comp!eteas possible; but when we do it we say we will do it in our 
own way, and that the expenditure shall be under the control of the 
We want to do it in the right 


disbursing oflicer of the United States. 
way. 

Mr. STRUBLE. What way is the right way? The Senate amend- 
ment contemplates the expenditure under the appropriation made shall 
be audited by the Utah Commission, which shall hereafter, in the lan- 
guage of the amendment, act as a board of control for such institution 
and shall make an annual report, etc. If I understand the gentleman 
from Missouri correctly, he has argued against any authority being re- 
posed in this private corporation or industrial home organized under 
the laws of Utah. 

Mr. BURNES. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 
power. 

Mr. BURNES. Only as relates to the building of this house. 

Mr. STRUBLE. What objection has the gentleman to giving the 
power which the language of the amendment confers upon the Utah 
Commission ? 

Mr. BURNES. What objection can the gentleman urge against 
placing the expenditure of this money in the hands of the proper dis- 
bursing officer of the United States? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have no objection to that, but it seems to me as 
made the proposition is liable to change the power of control from the 
governor, judges, and district attorney and establish another board 
oa power and responsibility connected with it, and that is objection- 
able. 

Mr. BURNES. I have two objections. In the first place, it is leg- 
islating still further on an appropriation bill; and in the second place, 
the Utah Commission can be no better prepared to attend to this than 
the present board of control. But your amendment proposes to take 
it away so far as the expenditure of the money is concerned from the 
board you allude to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Permit me a single question. The governor or 
Utah in his report recommends the governor, judges, and district at- 
torney shall be relieved from these duties. 

Mr. BURNES. I know the gentleman wants to be fair. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do, certainly. 

Mr. BURNES. The governor of course realizes, as we all do, there 
is a manifest impropriety or inconvenience in his having the control of 
the expenditure of the money for the ordinary current expenses of the 
institution; but the governor has never yet intimated, if his duty were 
to build or furnish a building under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, he would not have time to attend to that. The Senate 
gives the management away from the Government and gives the gen- 
eral management tothe corporation. We are trying to put this money 
in a safe, business-like channel, and that is all. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 can scarcely comprehend the motive of 
my estimable colleague [Mr. BURNES] in trying to give a partisan char- 
acter to this discussion. It will strike those who are familiar with the 
legislation of Congress for the suppression of polygamy, and those Chris- 
tian people, men and women, throughout the United States who have 
been engaged for years in efforts to suppress polygamy in the Territory, 
as somewhat remarkable that a member should stand on the floor of 
this House and declare that until Grover Cleveland raised -his strong 
arm against polygamy nothing was done in this country to eradicate it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Allow me a question right here. 

Mr. RYAN. To all those familiar with that legislation, to all those 
who have been engaged in efforts to suppress polygamy in the Terri- 
tory ' 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. RYAN. Ifthe gentleman will wait a moment until I conclude 
the sentence. I say to all those familiar with that legislation, and en- 
gaged in efforts to suppress polygamy, that statement of the gentle- 
man will appear somewhat remarkable, and they will be disposed, at 
least, to give my colleague the full measure of credit for originality. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. And the Mormons themselves seem to 
misunderstand the position. 

Mr. RYAN. The suggestion just made by my friend from Ohio will 
strike the country with great force. There must be a low degree of in- 
telligence among the Mormons, they must grossly misapprehend the 
situation, if it be really true that the Democratic party and this Admin- 
istration are such terrible efiemies of their pet institution. So far as I 
remember, no Representative has ever been sent to this House by Mor- 
mon votes who has occupied a seat on the Republican side of it. They 
have always been politically associated upon the floor of the House with 
the Democratic side, and with my colleague who has just lauded Grover 
Cleveland and the Democratic party for completely eradicating this evil 
from the Territory of Utah. Why, sir, when a gentleman stands on 
this floor and declares that polygamy has been to any considerable de- 
gree suppressed in the Territory of Utah he talks that about which he 
knows evidently but little. It exists there to-day in well-pigh all its 


No, sir. 
You have argued against giving them any such 
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have originated in Congres s for the suppression of p lygamy have origi- lf tells us that it ‘ ] 

ted on the Republican side of the House or in a Republi Senat that it was agreed to 
and if there has ever been a voice raised or a vote cast iwain é sla- Iti 3 lary on ( soft i 
ti i r, it has not come from the Kepubli } le of House dis< toamendments mad ~ ‘ a 
cl lerence al facts, as fa $ pos ) { s to t 

The House has followed ‘the initia of th amendments in disput did , 1 that « I 
“ens kn characteri my iend igh t t ilo , id 

Mr. RYAN. Always I believe must have been a Il t t e ot t rea } j 

Now, sir, I do do not care much about this feature of juestion. | Senate to insert the provision which t ym 
I did not come here this mor ning wi ith any idea that an thing of a par- | control the expenditure of this money and left i th t 
tisan nature would arise in this discussion. I thou ‘ ould dis- | corporation to which he has referred and the 1e to which 
cuss the subject before the House and nothing else, to that I pro- ferred, namely, the Industrial Christian Home Assox 
pose for a moment to address myself. | Now, my friend says that notwithstanding t law t 0 

The organi ized Christian women of this « — , Teprese 1 very | control has always drawn the money and disbursed it 
largely by the N vat ional Women’s Christian Temperance Union and the Well, I am inclined to think that is true; but is , f 
National Women’s Home Missionary Society, neiatien over 300 hat was for reasons which justified ppeared to i 
00 women of America, have had for years their attention turned | Ment in allowing the board of control to have 
towards this great evil. Mrs. Newman, one of the noblest w men in The board of contro I y only b ere to 
this country, has devoted her energies, her ability 1 great heart to | De, as I understand it, 1 “dl er of this corp ‘ 
t} t sion of this evil for yea urs—for a long time sh presented | it; and under such « es it was g | . the 
ne or he other, if not both, of these associations in missionary work | Secretary of the Trea the board leral 
in Utah Territory. She and her associates found that as a means of | Officials, should still retain charge of the money by | au- 
eradicating this wrong some provision must be made for the dependent thority of the association, and the associat ling 1eir 
women who desired to discontinue their polygamons relations, and for | consent ¢ i authority. 
their dependent children, or otherwise they must remain in their poly- Mr. BURNES. I wish to call the attenti t 
gamous condition. Consequently these Christian women, under th ct that the second law ad not ma t 
laws of Utah, incorporated themselves into an sociation called the | probably intended to do so. but failed 
Indus strial Christian Home Association of Utah. Mr. RYAN. Ido not think it! led 

Che object of this association was to make temp pr m fi struction. I understand the Department held the nd lawau ed 
the ¢ care of women who desired to abandon their polygam us relations, | Such change of control. That is implied by it ‘ 
and also for the care and maintenance of their dey ‘ f the association to turn over the appropriation to t 
They appealed to Congress for help. They wanted to establ n ir Anyhow it is apparent he object of Cong id 
stitution where they could give temporary work to such women, and | !aw, was to give to this | it corporation tl 
take temporary care of such children and provide for their education. | agement o! this charitable and benevolent w Now , 
They appealed, I say, therefore to Congress for assistance. The res done? As I understand, a contract has been n 
of the appeal was the enactment of the first law to which my coll | tion of this home. This corporation has cau nm 
has called attehtion. That law provided an appropriation of $10,000 | to I of a building which they deem ¢ sir 
for that purpose. But it provided ee the expenditure should be | purposes. I understand that they have let the « ie 
made under a board of control as it was called, consisting of the go j th tion « bu 1g. 
ernor of Utah, the chief-justice, and the U nited States district attorn The contract goes further and provides for t 1 Oo 
for that Territory. e entire building. But the remainder is contings LaDy tion 

But what was done? -ractically nothing. Those to whom it was » be made by Congress. Now it is in this « j t te 
intended to extend the benefits of the law were denied admission. [I | Say to my friend when he says nothing has been do: e ¢ 
do not say they were improperly denied; but I do say that the go presse s a doubt as to the existence of such a contract ’ ution 
ernor gave such an interpretation to the law as excluded, in the short is correct he does himself an injustice. T! a tif] 
space of ten months, over one hundred of such people who sought ad- | a™ reliably informed, and I believe I am I om- 
mission. Did he attempt to establish a home or to construct one? | menced, the foundations laid, and the construct l 
Did he even purchase ground for the building? Notatall. What Now, having thus devised plans and specifications fora 
did he do? He simply leased a building, wholly inadequate for the | ing made a contract for the purpose of constructing th po 
purpose, wholly unsuited to carry out the objects of the law, which | tion of it, and also for the wings, but these latter conti: pon 
was to provide industrial training and education for the class of people | further appropriations, what wisdom is there in taking f t 
referred to. Nothing of that kind was etteanpted d. He made no pro- | — hands of this benevolent association and putting it ( nds 
vision for industrial training whatever. the Treasury Department? Are you to change the p I 

The provisions made were wholly inadequate; and what w 1s the re- | to provide some new buildit g? Is an architect of the Tr 
sult? These philanthropic ladies at once saw that the ver; ct they | qualified to de vise plans for such a home than those 
had in view in securing the appropriation was being irwarkes d, and the me of the work and to whom it is purely a labor of lov 
applied to Congress, not surreptitiously, but op niy, by etition, which | Is it wise, then, to goon and construct the ce j f this 
appears here in the REcorD, explaining why it was that they inted | building, adapted to certain other plans which are provided for in a 
further action from Congress. given contingency? My friend { Mr. buRNES] says he would notannul 

I will read part of it. I will read a small portion of the petition | the contract; he would go on and l this central structure under the 
which is pertinent. This is a petition by Angie F. Newman, addressed | existing contract, and then the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the Senate Committee on Appropriations, and must have been on their do the rest under the sup¢ on 01 chitect. Do what; carry ou 
files when my friend [Mr. BuRNEs] cotisidered the proposition which | these same plans or prov de new plans; build this-same structure o 
| became the second law and to which allusion has been made. Now let | build a new one? It seems to methat the proposed change is quite un- 
me read that: necessary. 

Ata joint meeting of the board of control and the association I was met by Another reason which operates against it is ti 13, and it is a reason 
the ruling of the chairmar n of the bo ar 1 of control, Gover West, that the ap- | that strikes my mind with force. So far as I am informed, and so f 
propriation was made to the board of control; that the work of the association | as the eonferees are informed, there has been no maladministration on 

Under this ruling the chairman of the board of control rented and furnished ts the part of this corporation. The contract is not alleged to be an im 
a temporary home. | provident one. It is not pretended that the building is not suitable 
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for the purposes 
transfer th 
the Supervising Architect. 

Now, what would be the effect of that? 
to go on and carry out the contract for the central portion of this build 


ing and then allow the Supervising Architect to make plans for addi- | 


tions thereto. How would that result? Do we not all know the de 
lays that occur in the completion of public buildings constructed in that 
way? 
charity, thatthe building shall not be put in condition to carry out the 
laudable purposes of the association for three or four years to come. 
My friend, Mr. BURNES, very well knows that even in constructing a 


two hundred thousand dollar building four or five years are often oc- | 


cupied by the Treasury Department. There has never been a system 


of building construction devised so expensive, so extravagant, and so | 


wasteful as that employed by the Government. Therefore, sir, I do not 
believe it is wise in any aspect of the case to adopt the change suggested 
by my colleague. I believe it would result in disastrous delay, greatly 
to the prejudice of this great work. 

While I agree with my friend that there has been, so far as I know, 
no influence from the polygamous portion of the 


they can bring to bear will be brought to bear against its execution. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the only difference, as 1 understand it—and this 


I regard as the vital point of this whole discussion—the only difference | 
between the conferees on the part of the Senate and those on the part | 


of the House is as to whether this work shall be continued under this 
benevolent corporation or shall be transferred to the Treasury Depart- 
ment. As to other details, there is nothing but what can, I think, be 
easily adjusted. May I ask my colleague on the committee [ Mr. 
BuRNES] whether I am correct in this? 

Mr. BURNES. Substantially. 

Mr. RYAN. My colleague says I am substantially correct. 

My information is that the other objections urged by my colleague, 
some of them with a great deal of force, were met by concessions made 
by the conferees on the part of theSenate. My colleague [ Mr. BuRNES] 
said, with regard to the point to which his attention was called by my 
friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy ], that it was finally assented to, out 
of conference as I understood him; that is to say, that after the confer- 
ence was ended there was an intimation from some of the Senate con- 
ferees that they would yield that point. I wish to correct my friend 
by saying that my recollection is that after the first few moments of 
discussion there was no difficulty in arriving at a conclusion upon that 
point, because in the conference committee itself the conferees on the 
part of the Senate yielded the point readily. 

Now, I agree with my friend as to some things. In the first place, 
I think the Senate amendment should be moditied in some particulars. 
I believe that this work should be permitted to go on under the man- 
agement of these Christian women, and I believe in that way it would 
be more wisely and efficiently done than it has been under the man< 
agement of the board of control, which largely wasted the money that 
was placed in their hands by the first law. 

But I think the amendment is too vague. It should be more specific. 
I think that in providing appropriations of any character it is the duty 
of Congress to make them us nearly specific as practicable. I think, 
therefore, that we ought to provide a specific sum for contingent ex- 
penses, a specific sum for furnishing this establishment, and a specific 
sum for the construction of the building. Then I think we ought to 
provide carefully that whoever draws this money shall give ample 
bonds for its proper expenditure. Then I believe, further, that there 
ought to be competent Federal authority for the auditing of the ac- 
counts so that the Government may know that the money spent is ex- 
pended for the objects and purposes authorized by law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have explained the situation of this amend- 
ment in conference, as I understand it, and I repeat that the only ma- 
terial difference, the only difference that seems to be vital between the 
conferees of the House and the conferees of the Senate, is that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House insist that this whole matter of the con- 
struction of this building shall be transferred to the Treasury Depart- 
mentand taken entirely out of the hands of this benevolent association, 
while the Senate conferees insist that the work shall go on in accord- 
ance with the theory of the last law upon the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


[Mr. RYAN] puts his proposition a little too broadly. If my recollec- 


tion of the relative positions occupied by the conferees on the part of the | e 
| you must swallow it whether it be agreeable or not. 


Senate and those of the House be correct, the proposition enunciated 


by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. | 


BURNES], was presented merely as a compromise; but neither he nor 
I thought it a legitimate or constitutional duty for the Government of 
the United States to embark in a scheme like the one involved in this 
amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. Do I understand my friend to say that he and our col- 
league on the committee [Mr. BURNES] regarded this appropriation as 
being in violation of the Constitution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will speak for myself only, and will say I do not 


for which it is designed, and yet it is proposed to | 
work to the Treasury Department under the direction of | 


This proposition means that nothing shall be done for this great | 


Mormon Territory | 
operating in this Hall against this measure, still, the object of it being | 
the suppression of polygamy, it is to be presumed that all the power | 


Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Kansas | 


believe that under the Constitution the Congress of the United States 
has the right to appropriate public money and intrust it to the hands 


| of private individuals for disbursement in the promotion of any scheme 
The effect would be simply | 


like this, and in the manner contemplated by the amendment. 
any rate it would be a very bad policy. 

Mr. RYAN. I want to say to my friend—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, the géntleman would not permit me to inter- 
rupt him. 

Mr. RYAN. only 
fact—— 

TheSPEAKER pro te mpore 
declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will let the gentleman interrupt me in a moment. 
Since both the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Kansas 
have referred to what occurred in the committee of conference, I may 
be permitted to goa little further in that direction. The leading mem- 
ber of the conferees on the part of the Senate stated before the con- 
ference committee adjourned that it appeared the real differences be- 
tween the House conferees and the Senate conferees were of a vital and 
radical character—not merely in reference to detail. But Ido not wish 
to discuss the amendment, as my colleagues upon the committee have 
explained it sufficiently well. 

The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Speaker, was correct in stating 


At 


want to call my friend’s attention to one 


Mr. DuNN). Thegentleman from Texas 


| that until Grover Cleveland became President of the United States 


nothing practical was done toward the extirpation of polygamy in the 
Territory of Utah. itis true that in 1862 and 1882 acis were passed 
highly penal in theircharacter, From 1862 to 1885, twenty-three long 
years, during which the Republican party had control of every Depart- 
ment of this Government, there were, as the records show, only six 
prosecutions under those two acts. One prosecution was had in 1875, 
another in 1881, and four in 1884. This is the sum total of what was 
done during those years by the executive and judicial departments of 
the Government in regard to the enforcement of these laws. 

Now, what did the present Administration do as soon as itcame into 
power? The records show that since March 4, 1885, five hundred and 
eighty-nine persons have been separately tried and convicted under 
those two acts. Is not this quite a difference in favor of Mr. Cleve- 
land’s administration? In addition, $73,000 of fines and forfeitures 
have been collected, and more than one hundred and fifty criminal 
prosecutions are still pending. 

But this is not all. In 1887 another act on this subject was passed, 
an act for the purpose of forfeiting the franchise of the Church ot 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints and the Perpetual Immigration Fund 
Company. In less than three months after the passage of that act a 
suit was instituted and a receiver appointed; $800,000 is now in the 
hands of the receiver; and final decree will be made before the 1st 
day of January next. Such is the contrast between the administra- 
tion of the two parties in reference to the enforcement of these laws 
against polygamy; and I call upon my Republican friends to deny the 
record if they can. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with much attention 
to the discussion of this subject. The debate thus far seems to turn 
upon the question whether the Government of the United States 
through its officials shall make certain donations to one religious de- 
nomination to persecute another—whether one class of Christians shall 
be armed with the great power of the American Government to crush 
out another class, who also claim to be Christians, whether they are 
or not. A precedent of this character is, in my judgment, a danger- 
ous one for the American Republic to establish; for when this society, 
organized in Utah, to which reference has been made, shall triumph 
in the undertaking which they now have upon their hands, and shall 
drive Mormonism from the limits of the Republic, then in all proba- 
bility their attention may be turned to some other and weaker denom- 
ination; they may come here again and ask the Government to stretch 
out its strong arm to aid them in carrying on the same class of work 
in another direction. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me suggest to the gentleman that this is 
simply an appropriation to carry out the Edmunds-Tucker law, and to 
remedy the harm done by the destruction of homes which the execu- 
tion of that law brought upon the people. It is the Government of the 
United States that is driving out Mormonism. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And under a Democratic administration we will 
crush that enormity. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I care not under what party it may be done. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not yield further; wait till your turn comes. 
The medicine, I know, is bitter, and you do not like to take it; but 


There seems to be a dispute as to who shall spend the public money 
in Utah—whether it shall be-spent by one wing of this organization or 
the other, by the board of control or by a committee of the society. 
Sir, what right had they to make a contract for the construction of a 
building at the expense of the United States? 

Mr. RYAN. They were authorized by law to do it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. There seems to be no law upon the statute-book of 
the sort indicated bygentlemen, or if there is any such law it has not 
yet been pointed out by either gentleman. Therefore we have the 
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right to « lude that it does not exist. Without law a contract 
been made for the construction of this building. And now, after that 
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contract has been made without law, they come here to this House a1 
ask us to donate out of blic Treasury money to carry out 1] 
contract and erect { tion 1 ‘ } 
Now, Mr. Speaker, that side of the House commenced its ca it of the I 
this country bearing a banner blazoned with the expression « | tration 
termination when they came into power in the General Gover t 1 I ) 
to destroy the twin relics of barbarism, slavery and polygamy. ‘That | to it and 
relic of slavery died at its own hands. tl 
Mr. FARQUHAR. No, it died by proclamation. n | 
Mr. SPINOLA. I beg your pardon; it perished by i n act. ished, and 
Mr. FARQUHAR. It was extinguished by the proclamation of | Mr. DING 
Abraham Lincoln. 
Mr. SPINOLA. It died because it was odious to the civilization of | legis! n to 
the world. It died, sir, because certain gentlemen tried to force »} Mr NES 
sections of the country where the people said it should not ». | ( t 
Mr. FARQUHAR. It died because you and I, general, faced it. ) 
Mr. SPINOLA. ‘That is true toa certain extent, but it fell o 
own weight. } Mr. DIN¢ 
ow rat has be rt r relicof barbarism? Wh 
to-day? roots have « and strengthened for a quart t 
century and under the Republican party it has flourished like sition to 
bay tre M URN It 
Mr. BAKER, of » York You mean a green bay Laugh- } the |] th 
ter. | s sub 
Mr. SPINOLA. No; I donot mean a green bay horse or a w y | Tacker, « Virg i 
horse. | Renewed laughter|. I mean justwhatI say. Fora quarter | ynsil 
of a century it flourished like a green bay tree under a Repub |} Mr. DINGI 
administration. My friend from Texas |Mr. SAyrRs] has exp | been made to p 
the record of your party and you can not get away from it. | and fi zy of both } 
That record shows the fact that for twenty-four long years of Re it « 
lican rule there were six cases carried into the courts, and of those eed upon t 
cases there was not one successfully prosecuted, while under t s- | Mr. | tNES l 
ent Administration in a little over three years’ duration nearly | in another place h 
hundred of the Mormon saints are now living in the prisons and pe | ness th 
terntiaries of Utah, and their chief leaders have fied from tl usticethat | n compelled to 
threatened them. The wholeband of these immoral wretches are now | Mr. STRUB \\ 
packing their kits to move across the border into Mexico. This Ds % req! ? 
ocratic Administration has made it too warm for them, and we intend | ir. Bl 
to keep up the fire until we fry the fat out of the very last one of them. | the letter of t At 
[Laughter.| You may fry the fat out of the manufacturers of the enforcement in Utah « 
country, but we will fry the fat out of these immoralists of the country rat 
Mr. Speaker, I take this ground, thatthe United States hasnorightor | The Clerk r 
authority to construct a home for the purpose indicated by the bill pend- | I 
ing in the House. It is one of the most dangérous innovations e' S1 I 
attempted by this or any other Congress. I care not how respectal ative ‘ 
this lady may be, or how strong the appeal she may make to the <j ' 
ings of the community, we have as members of this House a duty to | jaw 2 and t yy 
discharge under the Constitution of the United States to the people of | ' e been in the T 
the country. I think if we attempt in this or any other Congress to | : ; a 
step across the rules which control our action no man can predict . 
far the precedent may go or to what disasters it may lead. | ry i 
If it is made a party question, let itbe so. We will beready to meet | mt = F 
you here or before the people. We have done our duty, and the! | : ym par 
ocratic administrate of the country to-day has done his duty as , : 
upright and moral man in connection with thisquestion. When Grov ; - 
Cleveland has been re-elected to the Presidency next November, as he | persons ed under 
certa will be, with a good Democratic majority in this House b ind 1 o 1g 
hind him, we will drive polygamy from the borders of the Republic for | SCDCe, SeHtenes rs 
ull time. [Applause. ] | wan < f 
{ Mr. STRUBLE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENI } Nov BS 
the SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- | “it ae 
pired, i all 5 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House but a mo- r ses te 
ment. I -wish to say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrrusLe] in | ™ 9! $45.2 
reply to his statement that I have no enthusiasm in regard to this leg- | , 
islation, judging from the number of objections I make to it, that he } 
does me injustice. Iam not making objections to the merits of this | ete 
institution, and I am not debating the merits or demerits of the prop Mr. BURN] ) 
osition. |} sist upon the ¢ re 
We are committed to some work for these dependent women and | 12 my re rks 
children in Utah, and I am perfectly willing to go on. Theonly ob-| Mr. Speaker, I wis 
jection I have made is to the loose and imperfect restrictions defining | fact wl wul § 
how the money shall be expended and the work conducted. The money | [4 ul € 
appropriated and unexpended and that we may pow appropriate should | in to this 
be put in the hands of some responsible disbursing agent of the United I 
States to be applied to the purposes for which Congress shall dire« | tall 
A word in reply to my friend from Kansas [Mr. Ryan ] sir, wl | : 


ever a suggestion is made on the other side of the House or in anoth« 
body, who are of kindred political faith, reflecting upon the President 
of the United States or upon the party of which I am an humble mem 
ber, and any Demoorat here takes notice of it, he is charged with brin 
ing into the consideration of an appropriation bill political debate. 


I beg to state to the gentlemen who have made such statements on 









that side of the House that it has never been my intention to bring | 
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the presentation of facts which I had not intended to present. I find | person in the office at the ttme. He was stricken down and died be- 
here, sir, a financial statement made by the Industrial Christain Home | fore he could be removed from the rooms of that oflice. 


; 


Association of Utah Territory as follow 
it 219 000 
xpended in t« 7 i ‘ ; . $13. 500 


une, | pa i ildis iols . ; ove oe . 10,500 


DOLAL J, icine eveses . 24,000 
lwenty-four thousand dollars subtracted from $40,000 leaves a bal 
ance of $16,000, 

Au;rust 16, last contract let for main building, three stories high, $18,000. 

That is $2,000 more than the balance on hand. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
seeing this discrepancy, seeing the amount of moncy received placed at 
$40,000, and then the deduction of expenditures, as made, I sent an 
inquiry to the Treasury Department and received this answer: 

There were four advances of $2,500 cach made in December, 1886, and March, 
August, and December, 1887, to Caleb W. West, of which $1,168.95 have since 
been repaid to the Treasury, making a net expenditure of $3,831.05 in addition 
to the $40,000 paid in July last. 

Therefore, instead of there being a total of $40,000, there is a total of 
$44,000 to be accounted for; and while I express and reiterate my con- 
fidence in the honor and honesty of those in charge of this institution 
[ may be permitted, I think, to present these facts as an evidence that 
in a business matter, in a business proposition for building this home, 
we ought to observe ordinary business principles and not intrust it en- 
tirely to the discrimination and skill of the ladies of this association. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. Dovanerry ]. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, all legislation which touches at 
all upon the religion of men in this country should be carefully con- 


| 
| 


| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BURNES] will yield to me a few moments more, 

Mr. BURNES. Go on. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Now, let me refer to the difference between 


| such a case as this and that presented in behalf of those Mormon 


women. The gentleman from Missouri in speaking of the amendment 
for the relief of the widowand children of this unfortunate deputy col- 


| lector of internal revenue, said that the appropriation was simply for 
an object of charity, for which he could tind no precedent. Sir, is it 


sidered. Religion is a subject which never should be legislated upon | 


in this country at all, unless where the exercise of the religion is vio- 
lative of the law of the land. Polygamy, under all the laws of all the 
States of this Union and the laws of the land as passed by the Congress 
of the United States, was a crime before the Book of Mormon was al- 
leged to have been found, and certainly before the Mormon Church 
was ever established in this country. In the past appropriations have 
been made for this work which is now proposed to be taken in hand, 
and those appropriations were said to have become necessary because 
of the destitution of women and children in Utah. 

That destitution grew out of the violation of the laws of this country. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] speaks of the condition of 
the place in which it is proposed to house these people. Sir, in this 
matter I have nosympathy except for the children. The women, when 
they went into this polygamous relation, knew that they were violating 
the jaws of the land of which they could not but be cognizant. The 
gentleman calls special attention to the condition of the place in which 
it is proposed to put them. Does he propose to house them in palaces, 
as are housed the nobility and the royalty of the older countries? Does 
he propose to put them upon the body-politic of this country as an in- 
cubus like that system of aristocracy and royalty in the monarchical 
governments? 

If they are to be objects of charity at all that charity should be ex- 
ercised somewhat with a view to economy in the expenditure of the 
money which has to be taken from the law-abiding element in this 
country. I believe that means can be devised, and if they can be de- 
vised they certainly should be adopted and put into operation, to place 
the burden of the support of these unfortunate people upon the shoul- 
ders of the men who have degraded them in Utah and in other portions 
of this country. 

If the precedent had not been set, I should be opposed to this ap- 
propriation in tote. How comes it that these persons are objects of 
charity before the American people, relying on support from the labor 
of the law-abiding citizens of this country? It is because they have, 
no matter under whose leadership, pursued a policy of resistance to all 
the laws of this country and the laws of all the States from the estab- 
lishment of the Mormon Church to the present time. 

They have carried that policy of resistance and open disobedience 
and defiance of the law-making power of this country and itsexecutive 
officers to the extent of intimidation and assassination of public officials 
in the attempted discharge of their duty. Such action upon the part 
of those people, under the ministry of the priests of the Mormon Church, 
is just what has put them in the condition in which they are to-day. 
They have steadily undertaken to resist and violate the laws until they 
were confronted by the gentleman at the other end of the avenue, the 
present President of the United States, who was determined to see that 
the laws should be promptly and thoroughly enforced. It is proposed 
now to make objects of charity of a number of people whose only 
claim to the exercise of charity in their behalf is that the deplorable 
condition which they occupy‘ the result of their violation of the laws 
of the land. 

It is not my purpose to address myself further to that portion of the 
bill. There is an amendment proposed by the Senate to pay a small 
sum of money to the widow of a revenue officer who died of yellow 
fever in the city of Jacksonville while engaged in the discharge of his 
duty in the office of the collector of internalrevenue. He was the only 


claimed that the appropriation in this bill, enormous as it is, for ex- 
penditure in the Territory of Utah, and the other appropriations which 
have been madein the past for the benefit of sufferers from the evils of 
Mormonism, are anything else than charity? 

Every gentleman who has spoken on this subject admits that the 
proposition under discussion here to-day is nothing more nor less than 
a charity, yet the charitable expenditure for those unfortunate people 
in Utah is dignified as a most worthy appropriation, while the appeal 
for charity in behalf of this widow and her children in the State of 
Florida is not considered a matter of any importance. Does this House 
propose to take the stand that people who become objects of charity 
through the violation of law are proper subjects for the solicitude 
and support of the Government, but that a man who dies in the dis- 
charge of his duty as a Government oflicer is not a suitable object of 
charity? Most assuredly that position can not be maintained by any 
gentleman on this floor. This man died in the discharge of his duty, 
while acting under the orders of his superior. If he had left that oflice 
to escape the danger of the fever, I have noinformation which leads me 
to know that the funds of the Government in the custody of that office 
would have been safe from robbery. 

It has been said that there is no precedent for this action. Did not 
the House of Representatives—I will mention only instances which I 
think I remember correctly—did not the House of Kepresentatives ap- 
propriate for the father of a deceased door-keeper a year’s pay, or cer- 
tainly the balance of a year’s pay, which should have gone to the door- 
keeper? Not long since did not this House, upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, appropriate public money to pay the sal- 
ary of a man who had died in the employ of this House as a messenger, 
or in some other capacity? I think precedents of this kind could be 
enumerated ad libitum. Certainly if we do not grant to this widow the 
amount of her husbhand’s salary for a year, she should have the balance 
which would have accrued to him if he had lived till the expiration of 
the year. 

Let me make now a remark in reply to a suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. It has been said that the ap- 
propriation proposed in this case is an indefinite amount. Sir, the 
amendment provides for the payment of one year’s salary; and on page 
9786 of the Recorp will be found a letter from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, making to the Senate thestatement that this man’s 
salary was $1,400 a year. Therefore there can be nothing indefinite 
as to the amount. 

I ask this House, even if there is no precedent, to give to the widow 
of this unfortunate employé of the Government, under the pecu- 
liar cireumstances here presented, the amount of her husband’s salary 
for one year, or to give her at least the balance which would have ac- 
crued to him, had he lived till the expiration of the year. I ask the 
Clerk to read the letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on 
this subject, to which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, September 21, 1888. 


Sir: Linclose herewith a copy of letter from Collector Whitfield Walker, dis- 
trict of Florida, dated August 23, 1888, in regard to Deputy Collector L. E. Dancy. 
Before this letter reached here (August 31) the death of Mr. Dancy was announced 
by telegram. Mr. Dancy was chief deputy to Collector Walker, at a salary of 
$1,400 per annum, and an allowance of $125 for his traveling expenses. He was 
a faithful, zealous officer, dnd of high standing in the service, and the circum- 
stances under- which he performed his duties at the last during the epidemic of 
yellow fever rendered them singularly meritorious. 


Respectfully yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 


Hon, WILKINSON CALL, 

United States Senator. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House fur- 
ther than merely to repeat the request that it will either allow the 
year’s salary in this case as asked, or will at least allow the balance 
which would have accrued to this officer had he lived until the expira- 
tion of the year. 

Mr. BURNES. It was my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to submit at this 
time something in the nature of a résumé of the appropriations of this 
Congress in connection with some remarks of a political nature; but 
under the circumstances I content myself with asking unanimous con- 
sent to extend in the REcoRD some remarks which I made the other 
day in reply to my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and to include 
also in those remarks such tables of expenditure and other matter as 
may be pertinent. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request 
of the gentleman will be granted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD and to attach some exhibits. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CAINE. I ask unanimous consent to print some re: 
RECORD on this subject. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. ROGERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri one or 
two questions for the purpose of obtaining information. | noticed in 


some observations recently delivered it was stated that $10,000 here 
tofore appropriated by this Government was used by this corporation 
in the purchase of real estate. I wish to know if the gentleman isad 
vised in whose name that real estate was taken? 

Mr. BURNES. This private corporation purchased $10,500 worth of 
lots, upon which it is proposed to erect this new buildin 

Mr. ROGERS. I understand the limit of cost of the buil 
erected 1s $50,000. 


ing to be 


Mr. BURNES. Just $50,000. 
Mr. ROGERS. And five or ten thousand to furnish it? 
Mr. BURNES. Five thousand dollars. 


Mr. ROGERS. It is to go into the hands of this private corporation 
and is not to be under the control of Congress. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. What provision of law is there to prevent the diver- 
sion of this property, when they get ready, to other uses? 

Mr. BURNES. Nothing except the bond of the treasurer. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is for the expenditure of the money. But I 
understand there is no provision to prevent this private corporation 
diverting this property to any other purpose. 

Mr. BURNES. The only security for the Government would be 
suit on the bond of the treasurer of the corporation to recover. * 

Mr. ROGERS. I understand that is only for the expenditure of the 
money. 

Mr. BURNE 

Mr. ROGERS. 
we are at the point where, if we are to go on with this business, we 
ought to provide that the money appropriated for this purpose shall 
not be diverted toimproper channels. We ought tosee to it before uny 
money is appropriated to it that it shall be accompanied by legislation 
of that character. 

Mr. BURNES. After the report is disposed of, and I hope it will not 
be agreed to, I shall insist on the disagreement of the House to the 
Senate amendments, and request another conference with the 
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That is all. 
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Mr. RYAN. If the report goes back it will have to go back alto- 
gether. 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, a separate vote can not be had on each amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DINGLEY. It must be voted on as an entirety. 

Mr. ROGERS. I had some idea there would be doubt as to the 
proper motion, and consulted the Speaker, who said the question was 
to be put in the affirmative upon adopting the report; a negative 
would disagree to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. The question is on the adoption of the report, and 
when that is voted down I shall then move to insist on our disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. ROGERS. In order to get a negative vote upon it the motion 
should be on agreeing to the report, and then for the House to vote the 
motion down. That is the information I have from the Speaker. 

Mr. BURNES. If that be the opinion of the Speaker I shall cer 
tainly respect it. 

Mr. McKENNA. 
tion ? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. McKENNA. If the procedure be adopted as suggested by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, is it tantamount to a negative vote to all 
the amendments made by the Senate? 

Mr. BURNES. Itis. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Because my object is to get a distinctively nega- 
tive vote upon the Chinese appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. That is included in the negative vote upon the re- 
port. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask a parliamentary question; 
whether it is in order to make any motion in regard to these amend- 
ments we have been discussing with reference to having certain words 
stricken out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RicHanpson in the cha 
report is not open to amendment. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri—— 

Mr. RYAN. According to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ar- 


vote 


The 


ir). 


Now, as this may result in another public scandal, | t 
’ eS } | 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- | 


kansas, the question should be upon agreeing to the report; and I think | 


perhaps that is the custom under the parliamentary law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House declines to agree, it is 
equivalent to agreeing toa motion to disagree; and so the result can be 
obtained by a negative vote on the pending motion. 
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quest vas ke a 

M BURNES I now ) ] s 

‘ to the am ! ts « “ 

Vl I tion was 

The SPI Al 1 he 
House Mr. BURN \ 

Mr. BUTLER, by anim from 
the Committee on Pensions ‘ 5 3 e of 
pension to Caroline M. McDou which wa nit 
tee of the Whole House onthe Private C: om- 
panying report, ordered to be y ited 

ORDER O SINES 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, | move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next; and pending 
that I ask unanimous consent that next Monday night be fixed, in lieu 
of Friday night ot this week, to consider pension cases as determined 
by the standing order. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. For what purpose ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I wish to offer a resolu ’ 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Ar sas allow e to 
make a suggestion by way of an amendment to his motion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (to Mr. MCKENNA). Ido not 
yield until I hear what the proposition 

Mr. McKENNA. It isa resolution about decla that the H« 
will transact no business after the general appropriation bills are passed 
[ ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER } It \ er which the ¢ 
wili ask for objection. 

Che Clerk read as follows 

R That he sens the House that after t : “— 
tion bills shall be disposed Hous | transac isiness this 
session except pension i as on l gh and « to m 
time to time and for the sess 

The SPEAKER pro tem I nt é Arkansa 
yield for this resolution ? 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Arkan 1 1 can e it 

ferred to the Committee on Rules if he es it I l tot 
gentleman from Mississippi to make a suggestic 

Mr. HOOKER l« 1 the motion lich the gentleman has 
made; but I think w to p rve the ord f busit to- 
morrow which provides, under a rule heretok idopted, that the roll 
of members should be called with the right when a membe me is 
reached on the ro}l to be permitted tocall upone bill. Iask my friend 
from Arkansas, therefore, to so modify his motion as to designate next 
Monday as the day on which we may consider measures which hav: 
been considered heretofore on Friday, under the order I have named 

Mr BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection m elf to 
that, Mr. Speaker, and will yield to the gentleman from M ppi to 
ask unanimous consent if he wishes. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will then move as an amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Arkansas that Monday next be agreed upon as 
the day for the presentation of suc h motions by members the same as 
on Fridays. 

The SPEAKER pro f mpore The Chair understands the ventle an 
to ask unanimous ¢ nt that the business for Monday next shall be 
the same as on Fridays? 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know wh it obj cul there to 0 g 
on to-morrow with private business? We have pursued that I 
two days. Why not continue it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objec to t ré yf 
the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. Hooker ] ? 

Mr. ROLAND and Mr. MCCLAMMyY objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 


gentleman from Arkansas, that when the House adjourr 
to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. MORRILL. What about the night session for pensi 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas 
asked unanimous consent that the consideration of pension 
tofore fixed for Friday evenings, be fixed for next 5 


Pending that motion, I ha 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to 0 
of next Monday night for Friday night of this week for the considera- 
tion of private pension bills? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Arkansas that when the House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. W we 
not be permitted to go on with private bills to-morrow have 
been proceeding for the last two Fridays? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest not 
a parliamentary question. 


Mr. MORGAN. Then I object if it is not. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

nsent, I believe. 

Mr. MORGAN, It will require a quorum, though. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo The gentleman moves that when 
House irns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. MORGAN, not take & quorum to adjourn over until 
Monday ? 


The SPEAKER 


It does not require unanimous 


ihe 


adjo 


yo tempor If the point is insisted upon it will. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I give notice that I shall call for a quorum. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope there 
the gentleman from Arkansas, provided that Monday can be substi- 
tuted for Friday to consider private bills. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Unless that is done there will be objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the Chair will submit that proposition 

gain to substitute Monday for to-morrow. 

Mr. ROWLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MorGAn] indicates hisintention of requiring a quorum, 
I withdraw the motion and simply move that the House do now ad- 
yourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ite 


The motion has been agreed to to sub- 
Monday night for the consideration of pension bills. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask to reconsider the vote by which that motion 
is agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 
of the vote by which the motion tosubstitute Monday night for Friday 
night for the consideration of pension bills was passed. 


ti4 
£ 
Sli 


I object. 


the ‘‘ayes’’ had it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
sul 
sion bills was reconsidered ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I had objected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear any objection. 
Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 
| restate the motion—— 
Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of order. Ido not think the 
‘hair and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MorGAn] understood 
each other. 
tion of next Monday night for to-morrow night for the consideration of 
pension bills, and therefore—— 
Mr. OATES. ‘To get out of this difficulty Iask forthe regular order. 
Mr. MORGAN. I objected to the substitution of next Monday 
night for to-morrow night. We desire to-morrow forthe consideration 


It was. 


The Chair 
v 


¢ 


will be no objection to the motion of 
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By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (i. R. 11567) for the relief of employés 


| in the New York custom-house—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


| under the rule, and referred as follows: 


The question is on the reconsideration 
rhe question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that | 


Do I understand that the vote on the motion to 
titute Monday night for Friday night for the consideration of pen- 


The gentleman from Mississippi objected to the substitu- | 


By Mr. DELANO: Petition of citizens of Conklin Forks, and of Nor- 
wich, N. Y., in favor of the per diem pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of the administrator of J. S. Moffett, of 
Knox County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition asking that a pension be granted to Leah 
Henry, dependent mother of William Henry, late private Company 
D, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions. 


Also, petition of Joel J. Pyatt, for correction of the military record 


' of Calvin L, Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


3y Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers in the case of James Crutch- 
ett—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merceof San Diego, Cal., in favor of the Maritime Canal of Nicaragua— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, October 5, 1888. 


The House met at12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
Dp. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. THompson, of California, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


OF ABSENCE, 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
3y unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. WHEELER to extend 
in the REcorD his remarks on the resolution proposing to give an extra 
month’s pay to employés of the House. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


| they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint resolution 
| of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


of private bills, for the reason that more than half of the member’s | 


names have been called, and we want to go on and complete the call. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I would like to notify my colleague 
[Mr. MorGan] that it will take a quorum to pass anything to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ter]. 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] has asked that Monday night be substituted for Fri- 
day night, anticipating that the House would adjourn until Monday. 
Inasmuch as the House declines to adjourn until then the gentleman 
desires to reconsider that motion. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move that the House re- 
consider the vote by which the motion was agreed to substituting Mon- 
day night for Friday night for the consideration of pension bills. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
now adjourn. 


I accept the notice, and propose to tryiton. [Laugh- 


A bill (H. R. 3300) to enable the State of Colorado to select indem- 
nity lands, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decisions 
of the Department of the Interior regarding public lands and pensions 
for sale. 
AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER. On the 1st of October the Senate passed and sent 


| to the House a resolution requesting the House to return to that body 


| the city of New York. 


the bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of 
‘The Chair is advised by the Clerk of the House 


‘ that the Journal shows that this bill, when originally laid before the 


House, was referred to the Committee on Claims, but it can not be 
found. The books of the distributing clerk of the House show that it 
went to that committee; but there is no receipt for it, and that clerk is 
now dead, so that no further inquiry can be made. The Chair would 


| suggest the propriety of the Clerk of the House informing the Senate 


I move that the House do | 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the | 


House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced | 


and referred as indicated below: 
3y Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 11560) for the relief of Rich. P. 
Biackistone—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11561) granting cannon to the Sol- | 
diers and Sailors’ Monument Association of Mercer County, Illinois— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H, R. 11562) granting a pension to | 


Mrs. Isaac Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also a bill (H. R. 11563) granting a pension to Isaac N. Kline—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 11564) correcting the military record 
of Calvin L. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alsv, a bill (H. R. 11565) granting a pension to Leah Henry 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to E. C. 
Paschal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the 





| 


that the bill has been mislaid, and request that a duplicate be sent to 
the House. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
There was xo objection. 
J. W. PARISH & CO, 


Mr. PEEL. Iask unanimous consent to take up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co. 
I desire to say that that bill was called up last Friday and the report 
read at length. Mr. OATES objected to its consideration, but since 
then, learning more about it, he has authorized me to withdraw his 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Joseph W. Parish, George C. Hadley, and Will- 
iam L. Huse, composing the firm of J. W. Parish & Co., out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $18,500, the same to be 
compensation in full to said firm for losses sustained by it by reason of the re- 


fusal of the officers of the United States to receive and pay for 5,000 tons of ice 
which said Parish & Co. had been directed to furnish under a contract dated 


| December 30, 1863, and signed by the medical purveyor of the United States 


Army stationed at Louisville, Ky., and by said Parish & Co., and approved by 
the Acting Surgeon-General of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the present consideration of 
the bill? 


Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving the right to object, I ask if this is the 


bill that was debated last Friday ? 
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Mr. PEEL. It is the same! , and to which Mr. O 


he has authorized me to withdraw his objection. { a7 ‘ 





t 
There was no objection 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim nd be- I SPEAK 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, l ; 1 I 
Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the | ‘ passed Mr. KILGORI Mr 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t table. coing into C { 
The latter motion was agreed to. there is 
MARY E. WALKER, M. D. the SPEAKER. It 
Mr. NUTTING. Iask unanimous consent that the Committ 7 ee 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- : ; 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 4265) for the relief of Mary E. oe 5 ' oll in 
Walker, M. D. : we = i “8 - ; 
TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, afte: Chair will AM ILGO I 
ask for objections. M 7 , NTA} : ; 
The bill was read. eintciaeean ahaa eae eee sedeng semen 
The SPEAKER. This bill provides that the claim betiunen |e ee ee ee ; 
at an early day. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. } Ni =e ae ee _ . eo ; ee 
: ¢ ee aaa 2n opportunity to ive « ; S red 
desire to pass the bill? lane 7 tage 
Mr. NUTTING., I desire to pass the bill. ; - 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the r ‘that; ad 
from New York? 7 : sone . + 
Mr. ROGERS. I would like to understand tl Re etal ee oS ; 
bill es it make an appropriation, or does it simply set a day { } "9 a 3 = 3 | ze = ) ! 
con ation of the claim? : i > eal ’ 
Mr. NUTTING. It provides for a payment of $2,000 es eae ; aaahadh : ; 1 
The SPEAKER. The bill makes an appropriation of $2,000. ha Ee hig po . ae 
is to say, the original bill appropriates $10,000, but the committ % - de ; 
pose to strike out ‘‘ ten’ and insert ‘“‘two.’’ Is there ection Mr. K ' 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I object. . she : en a 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. assed appropriating over $100.0 f which } 3 $5,000 1 
Mr. LANHAM. I call for the regular order. if 3 clain nd I am very much il ed to 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. This being Fri- | ©! my col ue | Mr. ] [AM t 
day, the regular order is the call of committees for reports upon bills | ! nt pro , t no legislation shall be had 


of a private nature. pt uy the tariff, upon ‘‘ trusts,’’ and L] ria 
Mr. LANHAM. I move that that order be dispensed with it is tru t that re t ! n t 
Mr. RICHARDSON. ILask the gentleman from T s [Mr. LAn- | man 3 flow | t 

HAM | to yield to me for a moment to introduce a resolution for 1 1am 

ence. Mr. LANHAM, I! } 1d t 
Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentleman for that purpo tion ont 3 Carried out 





7 — ~ . : ‘ il { I a iro A 
AGRICULTURAL REPORT, 1888. W : 
‘ r ‘ r . . + . . dy CC mn © nave ails I ( 
Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- | , gaye 
lution (H. Res, 229) to print the Agricultural Report for 1888; which | , oa Stell ome 
. ° . i co . nal iny Ol ‘ i 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Prin eae sae uf 
. . Cc pel ili li . ‘ 
ing, and ordered to be printed. a - 
ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS OF NAVAL OBSERY Le iggest ot l fr 
Mr. RICHARDSON also, by unanimous consent, offered a resolu- | KU that there are right y 
tion to print the annual volumes of the astronomical observations of | bills which do1 uke a d 


the Naval Observatory for 1886, 1887, and 1888; which was referred to | to b 

the Committee on Printing. Mr. KILGORE. Are they on the P te ¢ 
- 
' 





r Peyt - Q ‘ f+ 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. = Tr, aD well Bis 
7 : shin . ; . . Mr. KILGORI Wel Ir. Speaker, I g 
The motion of Mr. LANHAM to dispense with the call of committee Th. QD ALB ' tn : ‘ 
ihe ori LN Lie yel ei i I i sas Y ‘ ‘ i 
for reports was agreed to. : If tl as ; , ; a Bs ce - $1 
+ . ; . mn ei be ul oO € ‘ ilD &® mo n ol 

Mr. LANHAM. I nowask unanimous consent that gentlemen hav-/ ,; : Mr. | , 1 
. . . , ; nan irow Lexa if. i ( L SUu0T 
ing reports to present may be permitted to file them with the Cle meg Ay oo a % 

mn ° . ° - OI ie Ol nitte Oo! ubdil in 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ieee cin a h t] 1 

l Lin; esolut ny ich tie ° 
REPORTS FILED. 
. . . . : . , 7 : ar ane ELEC ‘HTS IN 1 

Che following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk : a 
desk: : : J Clerk read as follo 
A os 

MRS. SUE B. JOHNSON. Resolved, That the subcommittee on elect ts for 
r~AT Mr . ‘ . . + ort ( t } . 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | « rized to sit ® recess , : 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 10649) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue | of this Congress 

Bb. Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that thi Intion 

on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered | no additional expenditure, the committee having been : d itho 
to be printed. ized to make the investigation. Is there objection to thi f 


MOBILE AND GIRARD RAILROAD COMPANY. the resolution ¢ 
oe » ’ . . . _ . Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina M Speaker 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- : 7 : : — 
. : . : <9 1 i l Ommitt« iw I ) us 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10914) for the relief of the Mobile “i 
and Girard Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee | 4°Ut¢S 0S to Stay here curing 


of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- | tg ee a eee 


ing report, ordered to be printed. ' | SNe resoinsion was agreed v0. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. The SPEAKER. The question ¥ is on the motion of the gentle- 
TURNER] withdraws his objection to the consideration of the bill which | man from Texas [Mr. I ‘AM] that the House resolve itself into 
I called up a few minutes ago for the relief of Mary E. Walker, M. D., | Committee of the Whole for th nside yn of busine F 
and I ask that it be now considered. ite Calendar 
The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by the gen- The question wa .ken L th ‘ 
leman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. seemed to have it. 
Mr. NUTTING. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that demand. | Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I eall for a division 
Mr. LANHAM. lIcannotdothatnow. Objection was madetothe| Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. AL! | 
consideration of the bill. I now move that the House resolve itself | 1s determined to insist upon the point of no quorum being } nt, it 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business | is unnecessary to take up further time in this w 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] that the House resol ve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 38, noes 7. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would it be in order for me to submit at this 
time a privileged motion that when the House adjourns this evening 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next? 

The SPEAKER. 
Whole rises. It is not strictly in order now, 
just voted to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [ask unanimous consent to submit the motion, 

Mr. MORGAN. I object for the present. If gentlemen propose to 
filibuster this day away, we will keep them here to-morrow. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conier- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the House to the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. RK. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3340) for the disposition of Fort Brooke military reserva- 
tion at Tampa, Fla., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3501) relating to the classification of post-offices and amend- 
atory of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to adjust 
salaries of postmasters.”’ 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted on its 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 10896) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon said bill, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and 
Mr. CoCKRELL, 


the the House having 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the Private Calendar under the order of business 
adopted heretofore when the Committee of the Whole was in session. 

ESTATE OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Committee of the Whole rose last 
Friday the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HoLMES] was upon the floor 
making an explanation in regard to a joint resolution which he desired 
to call up for consideration—joint resolution (H. Res. 189) to amend 
and enlarge the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 25, 1886, 
‘* Joint resolution to refer the claim of the administrator of Richard 
W. Meade, deceased, to the Court of Claims.’’ The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Iowa as now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was last before the 
Committee of the Whole, I was making some observations in explana- 
tion of it. I stated that the Spanish Government had allowed the 
claim in this case in the sum of about $300,000, and that the American 
commission appointed to investigate the matter had refused to make 
allowance or further to investigate the claim, because the original 
papers placed before the Spanish Government were not submitted by 
this claimant, nor would the Spanish Government permit of any use 
being made of them for the purpose of enforcing this claim before the 
American commission. 

Mr. LANHAM. [rise to a parliamentary question. I would like 
to know what is the status of the joint resolution with regard to which 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HoLMEs] is now speaking. Has the 
question been submitted whether the Committee of the Whole will 
consent to its consideration ? 

Mr. HOLMES. Consent was given me to make an explanation of 
this matter; that is what I was doing when, on last Friday, I yielded 
for a motion that the Committee of the Whole rise. 

Mr. SOWDEN. At that time I reserved the right to object when 
the matter should come up again to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that on last Friday the 
right to object after the statement of the gentleman from Iowa should 
be completed, was reserved. When the gentleman from Iowa has com- 
pleted his statement the Chair will put the question whether there is 
objection. 

Mr. NELSON. 
know what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 189) toamend and enlarge the provisions of a joint res- 


olution approved July 25, 1866, entitled “A joint resolution to refer the claim 
of the administrator of Richard W. Meade, deceased, to the Court of Claims.” 


Whereas by joint resolution approved July 25, 1866, Congress referred the 
claim of Richard W. Meade, administrator of "Richard W. Meade, deceased, to 
the Court of Claims “for adjudication thereof, pursuant to authority conferred 


I ask that the bill be again read; some of us do not 


That motion can be made when the Committee of 
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| upon said court by any existing law to examine and decide claims against the 


United States referred to it by Congress; and 
Whereas the said court and the Supreme Court of the United States dismissed 


| the said claim upon the ground that the said resolution did not confer upon 


them jurisdiction to hear anc| determine the said claim upon its merits: There- 
fore, 

Resolved by the Senate and Howse of Representatives, etc., That the claim of Rich- 
ard W. Meade, administrator of the estate of Richard W. Meade, deceased, be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims with full jurisdiction and 
authority todetermine and adjudge whether or not the said Richard W. Meade, 
deceased, had a valid claim against the Government of Spain which was re- 
leased to the said Government by that of the United States; and if said court 
determine that such claim was so released, then it is hereby given jurisdiction 


| and authority to pronounce judgment for such amount as it may find to have 


been justly and equitably due thereon: Provided, That no allowance shall be 
made for interest on said claim accruing after the date of such release: And pro- 
vided further, That from any final judgment of said court or from any judgment 
on demurrer with leave to amend or plead either the claimant or the United 
States shall have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
whose judgment in the matter shall be final. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, so far as I may have intimated any 
objection to the consideration of this joint resolution, 1 withdraw it now, 
because I see that by the terms of the resolution there is reserved a 
right of appeal to the Supreme Court. ‘The case is to undergo a thor- 
ough judicial examination, instead of being examined merely by a com- 


| mittee of this House. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
his statement. 

Mr. HOLMES. After the claim had been disallowed by the Ameri- 

can commission Mr. Meade was withoutremedy. He had his judgment 
in the Spanish court, but the Spanish authorities maintained that by 
the treaty the claimant had been relegated to the American Govern- 
ment for the settlement of his claim; that it should be paid out of the 
$5,000,000 provided in the treaty for the payment of certain claims. 
On the other hand, the United States Government contended that the 
claim was still due and owing by the Government of Spain. 

What is sought in this case is that this matter may be sent to the 
Court of Claims for determination of the question whether or not the 
United States Government is liable; and if not, the turther enforce- 
ment of the claim will be a matter of diplomatic correspondence be- 
tween this country and Spain. That is all there is in this proposition. 
Not a dollar of appropriation out of the United States Treasury is asked, 
but simply an adjudication of this claimant’s rights as between the 
United States and Spain—nothing more. This is certainly due to any 
| claimant under such circumstances, particularly where a prima facie 
case is made out so absolutely as in this instance. General George G. 
Meade has deserved well of the people of this nation, and certainly this 
House is not prepared to do him or his family injustice in connection 
with a matter so plain on its face as this claim, the justice of which has 
been conceded so many times in various tribunals, by this Government, 
and by the Spanish Government as well. 

I ask consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], 
who made the report in this case and who has given it more thorough 
investigation than I have, be allowed to make a statement in regard 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. OATES. I do not understand just exactly what it is proposed 
to be done by this joint resolution, and would like to have the gentle- 
man explain the present status of this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The joint resolution is not before the committee 
for consideration. ‘The question is whether the committee will consent 
to its being brought up. 

Mr. OATES. I know that, but I wish to ask a question in reference 
to this Meade claim so that I may understand what it is proposed to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. Has nota bill been already passed referring this ques- 
tion to the Court of Claims, and is not this joint resolution which it is 

now asked shall be called up for consideration in the nature of legisla- 
tion amendatory of that which has been already passed? 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Ho_MEs] will al- 
low me, I willanswer the interrogatory of the gentleman from Alabama, 
as I made the report from the Gommittee on Foreign Affairs, which was 
unanimous in favor of the passage of this joint resolution. 

Mr. HOLMES. Certainly, I will yield to the gentleman for that 


The gentleman from Iowa will now complete 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


purpose. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
matter to the Court of Claims for adjudication. 
Court of Claims, and the Court of Claims passed upon it. 
judgment of the Court of Claims there was an appeal to the Supreme 


There was a resolution passed in 1886 referring this 
It was referred to the 
From that 


Court of the United States. The Supreme Court in rendering its opin- 
ion expressed its regret that the resolution adopted by Congress was 
not broad enough to give jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to adjudi- 
cate the whole question. 

Mr. OATES. In what particular regard ? 

Mr. HOOKER. The Supreme Court of the United States expressed 
its regret in that opinion that the legislation of Congress did not give 
the Court of Claims jurisdiction to go into the matter of the judgment 
rendered by the Spanish court, as well as other matters necessarily in- 
volved in coming to a right decision upon the nature and validity of 








1888. 


this claim. Now, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Meade had fora number of years 
entered into contracts with the Sparish Government, fourteen in nu 
ber, and when he made his claim before the Spanish Junta, where t! 
was being considered, together with other claims against the Spanis! 
Government, they rendered a judgment in his favor. In the treat) 
which was entered into between the United States and Spain under 
which we acquired Florida, the United States agreed to assume al! 
liability on the part of Spain to citizens of this country to the extent 
of $5,000,000. To the commission which was appointed under the 
treaty Mr. Meade presented his claim, but being unable to withdraw 
his papers from the Spanish Government and present them to the com 
mission there was nothing before them upon which judgment could be 
rendered, and the term of three years having expired under the treaty 
the claim was rejected. 

As I have already stated, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court of the 
United States in rendering its opinion upon the appeal taken from thede 
cision of the Court of Claims expressed its regret that the legislation of 
Congress was not broad enough to take all these matters into consider- 
at on. 

The resolution now pending merely proposes to give the Court of 
Claims full jurisdiction to pass upon the validity of this Meade claim, 
to go into the judgment of the Spanish Government in favor of Mr. 
Meade, and other matters necessary to arrive at ajustconec usion. In 
other words, the legislation merely proposes to give the court tull au- 
thority to go into the whole matter, with the right reserved to each 
party to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, as it is 
evident in a mat’er of this kind there can be no fina! disposition of the 
case until the Supreme Court of the United States has rendered its 
decision upon the whole matter. 

Mr. OATES. From the investigation which I have been able to 
give this question, without having gone into the Whole case, I am sat- 
isfied there is some justice in it. My desire was, in asking the ques- 
tion I did, to discover just exactly what was proposed to be done by this 
legislation. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the Supreme Court decides that the Spanish 
Government by the judgment of its own junta was liable to Mr. Meade, 
and that the United States assumed under the treaty with Spain the 
liability of Spain to American citizens, then that is the end of the matter. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman’s statement is satisfactory to me, and 
so far as I am concerned I do not interpose any objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the joint resolution will 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will then be submitted on laying 
the resolution aside to be reported tothe House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. [After a pause.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 9. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman in charge of this joint reso- 
lution will withdraw it, as it is evident a quorum is not present. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will not in- 
sist upon his point of no quorum. 
this matter to the Court of Claims for adjudication. 
else in it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hotes] 
will withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMES. It does not seem to me, Mr. Chairman, there is any- 
thing in this case which requires I should withdraw it, and especially 
when it seems on the part of those present there is no very serious op- 
position to it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and the Chair 
will appoint as tellers Mr. HOLMES, and Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam informed by the gentleman from Mississippi 


There is nothing 


This is simply a resolution reterring | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





that it is not his purpose to allow any bills to pass unless a quorum is 


present. That being the case, I move that the committee now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
committee is dividing. 

Mr. HOOKER. I believe my name comes next on the roll. 
a@ little bill here, involving but a small amount— — 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the vote by tellers. 

The tellers repurted—ayes 35, noes 5. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No quorum. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House having had under consideration House joint resolution 189, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
journs to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


I have 


«That motion would not be in order while the | 


The only business in order is the announcement | 


Pending that I move that when the House ad- | 





Mr. MORRILI I hope the motion to a rn will ty} I 

ise 18 cuts oO ti aay ¢ I ( e! ons 

the SPEAKER rhe mot ot the in from T essec 

s not interfere w the kr lv « S , 

Mir DINGLEY. I t the motion i the nt 1 from Tennessee 
he adopted but not the mot n of the ge c i ‘ i ynich 
would cut off the night sess 

Mr. WHEELER. I move asa subst en 
tleman from Tenne that to-1 ow b ed t { 
eration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER rl motion not i 

The question being taken on the motion Mr. McM t { 
divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 14 

Mr. MORGAN. No quorum, 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the H e do now 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that tion 
nd allow me to ask leave to present one bill. Cries « Regular or- 
der!” 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gent n Te see is 
still pending. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to ask ur ni¢ cor to consider a bill. 
Cries of ** Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER If the motion of the gentleman from Texas was 
withdrawn the Chair would have to proceed with the regular order 
which is the appointment of tellers on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, on which a quorum is demanded 

Mr. HOOKER. The question of no quorum being made on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, is itin order todo anything else 

| except to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except to appoint tellers on that motion 
and complete the vote. If the motion of the gentleman trom Tennesse 
is withdrawn, the Chair will submit the motion of the gent!eman tiom 
rexas; otherwise the gentleman from Tennessee has priority under the 
rules, 


Che point of no quorum being made, the Chair will order teller 

Mr. MorGan and Mr. MCMILLIN were up; ointed tellers 

The House again divided; and there 12 noes 7 

TheSPEAKER. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon? 

Mr. ROWLAND I make the point of no quoram. 

Mr. LANHAM Lask unwsnimoas consent, then, that next Monday 
be substituted tor to-day, and that Monday night be substituted for 
the night session fixed for to-day for pension bills, so that the House 
may adjourn over until Monday when it adjourns 
words, [ ask unanimous consent that the order 
mav | 


were ayes 


today. In other 
of business for to uay 
be executed on Monday and Monday evening. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand under that arrangement that t 
just up would have its same status then that it has to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Of course it would occupy the same position pre 
cisely if that order were mad 

Is there ot 

Mr. MCKENNA. Lob 


he 


bill 


yection to the i est 


ect 


Mr. LANHAM. Then I demand the regular order 

The SPEAKER rhe tellers will resume their place 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. FULLER. I object 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. lask unanimous consent to make a 
statement for one minute 

The SPEAK ER. Is there obie ction ? 

There wus no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I gave notice on yesterday evening 
when it was objected that there was not a quorum here, and that there 
fore the House could not adjourn over until Monday—thinking that it 
took just about as many to pass a bill as to adjourn over, and that if 
less than a quorum was not sufficient to adjourn over less than a quo 


rum ought not to be sufficis bills, I 


nt to pass any vave notice that no 
bills should pass to-day without a quorum); bot I fine a large be 
of gentlemen here who have unimportant | important to them, 
but unimportant as public measures of legis] tjiat they are anx- 
ious to pass; and I[, as every ody knows, bei t sort of an amiab 
disposed person, and not wanting to obstruct th of that sort 
on the condition that the bill that I called aa 1 on be laid aside 
without a favorabie or any other recommendation ob- 
jection to the House proceeding, and let us t ip such bills as are 
unobjectionable and pass them: 
Mr. MORGAN With the understanding that we may proceed to 
| day as on the last two Fridays, | withdraw n ection to the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee 
Phe SPEAKER But the gentleman from North Carolina made the 
point of no quorum on that motion. 
Mr. ROWLAND. I withdraw the point 
Mr. McMILLIN. Still my motion is pending, ind I k t { ir 
to announce the result of the vote 
The SPEAKER. The ayes are 52, noes * Phe pointof n 
} has been withdrawn; the ayes have it, and the rt of 1 
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sitself into Com: 


House adjourn 


motion to adjourn, 
ittee of the Whole 
res solved i it- 
Mr. RICH- 


House 
lendar, 


f the Whole on the 
ined on Friday last. 
with the request of several 
which I had asked, 
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r will be made. 


is in Committ 
: 14 

as opt 
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Ss place on the 


objection, that orde 


n, 


} HOOKER. 
lief of A. N. Kimball 
public moneys. 

The CHAIRMAN 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as foll 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 
accounting officers of the 


7151) for re- 
as receiver of 


deration of the bill (H. R. 


and sureties on his official bond 


The bill will be reported, after which the Chair 
will 
ows: 

Commissioner of the Land Office and the proper 
Treasury be, and they hereby are, authorized and 
directed,in the settlement and adjustment of the accounts of Aaron N. Kim- 
ball, late receiver of publie moneys and disbursing agent at Jackson, Miss., to 
allow credit for the sum of $1,176.71 (being the sum of $924 of the public funds 
disbursed by him for clerical services, and for stationery and blanks procured 
for and used in the land office and receiver's office at Jackson, Miss., in a case 
of emergency upon a sudden and unexpected increase of the business of said 
offices,and the sum of $252.71, interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum on 
the amount of said disbursements from May 2, 1883, to the 23d day of Novem- 
ber, 1887, on which last-named date a judgment was rendered in the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi against the 
said Kimball and his sureties on his bond as such receiver, for the said and 
other moneys). And it is further directed that a remitter be entered on said 
judgment for the amount of said credit. 


It is proposed to strike out all following the enaeting clause and in- 
ert: 


That Aaron N. Kimball, late receiver of public moneys and disbursing agent 
at Jackson, Miss., be, and he is hereby, allowed credit for the sum of $549 for 
clerical services rendered and blanks furnished his said office without the au- 
thority of the Secretary of the Interior, and for which said Kimball has not here- 
tofore received credit. And the marshal for the United States in the district of 
Mississippi, and the United States court held at the city of Jackson, in said State, 
be, and he is hereby, directed and required to credit the said sum of $49 ona 
certain judgment recovered in said court by the United States as plaintiff against 
said Kimball and the sureties on his official bond as defendants. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. FULLER. Iask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 7151, havy- 
ing had the same under consideration, respectfully report: 

Mr. Kimball was receiver of public moneys at Jackson, Miss., and in the final 
adjustment of his accounts with the General Land Office he claimed various 
items of credit, as follows: 


ITEMS OF DISALLOWED ACCOUNT. 


To amount paid Joseph S. Ware for clerical services from January 1, 1882, to 
April 30, 1883, as per Voucher A ¢ 

To amount paid E, B. Comfort for clerical services from July 10, 1882, to 
April 3, 1883,as per Voucher B 

To amount paid N. J. Smith for clerical services from March 4, 1883, toMarch 
7, 1883, as per Voucher C 

Amount paid Power & Barksdale for printing blanks, as per bill marked 
Voucher D, and samples from Nos. 1 to 10, inclusive 

Amount paid Mrs. Mary C. Kimball for clerical services from January 1, 
1882, to June 1, 1882, inclusive, as per Voucher E 


The following history of the case, from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, through the Secretary of the Interior, explains why this account was re- 
ic cted: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 13, 1888, 

Sin: There are transmitted herewith the report of the Acting Commissioner 
of the General Land Office on bill H, R, 7151, ** For relief of A. N. Kimball and 
sureties, on his official bond as receiver of public moneys at Jackson, Miss.,”’ 
and the papers accompanying said bill, as submitted by you on the 7th instant. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. F, VILAS, Secretary. 
Hon. Wini1aM @, Oates, 
Che miltec, Committee onthe Judiciary, 


House of Representatives. 


virman of Subcom 


INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


Washington, D. C., March 10, 1888. 


am in rece ipt of a communication under date of March 7, 1888, from 
lion. W. ¢ - OATES, chaisue an subcommittee on the Judiciary, House of Repre- 
sentatives, inclosing House bill No. 7151, “‘ For the relief of A. N. Kimball and 
sureties, on his official bond as receiver of public moneys,”’ with accompanying 
papers, witha request that he be furnished with a “ history” of the case, and 
in reply thereto have to stat te as follows: 

That under date of May 5, 1883, Mr. A. Kimball transmitted to this office 
in account for fractional quaster Sa April 30, 1883, debiting the United 
States with the sum of $49 claimed to have been expended by him for clerical 
services rendered from January 1, 1882, to April 30, 1833, and for certain blanks 
furnished the land office at Jackson, Miss., from October 28, 1880, to January 
25, 1883 

This account was rejected and returned to him under date of September 17, 
1884, because no authority had been given him to make these expenditures, 
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Nothing further was heard from tho account until Novem! 
N. Kimball presented an account for fraction al quarter 
>» this office, supported by vouchers for expenses incurré 


| x yer 5, 1887, when Mr. 
} te 

| r receiver, at Jackson, Miss., from January I, 

j 


ending April 30, 1883, 
-d by said Kimball, as 
1882, to June 1, 1883, amounting to 
924, which included the $549, previot isly rejected, and the further sum of $375 
for clerical se rvice s rendered to June 1, 1883. 
Secretary of the Interior was 
laim of Mr. Kimball coul 
as red by se 


is requix 


advised, under date of Novem- 
d not be allowed without the ap- 
ction DS ed States Revised 


The honorable 
ber 14, 1887, that the « 
yval of the 
itutes, 

It stands unexplained why Mr. Kimball should submit to this office, under 
date of November 5, 1887, an account purporting to be for fractional quarter end- 
ing April 30, 1887, and containing an item of $375 for clerical services, $75 of 
which said amount is for services claimed to have been rendered during a 
period of one month subsequent to the dé ate for which said account is rendered 
and of the expire atic on of his term of office, and also why the balance of said 
$375, amounting to $300, claimed to have bee n expe mde :d for clerical services from 
January 1 to April 30, 1883, was not included in his account May 5, 1883, for frac- 
tional quarter ending April 30, 1883, and rejected as above set forth. 

if Mr. Kimball expended the sum claimed for clerical services and blank 
and the United States received the } venefit of the same, it is for Congress ae - 
termine whether he is entitled in equity to relief or not, and whe ther he shall 
be allowed it, notwithstanding the expenditure claimedto have been made was 
without authority of the Secretary of the Interior, as required by law, and the 
fact that he was advised by this office that the clerical services could not be au- 
thorized. See letters submitted and returned herewith. 

Very respectfully, 


pr Se 


| Sta 


retary, 


S. M. STOCKSLAGER 
Acting Com 
Hon. W. F. Vitas, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Your committee, while disapproving the course of Mr. Kimball in incurring 
expenses of his office without authority of the Secretary of the Interior, yet, 
under the peculiar circumstances, herewith report a substitute and recommend 
its adoption, allowing him a credit on a judgment recovered by the United 
States against him and the sureties on his oflicial bond in the United States cir- 
cuit court at Jackson, Miss., for $549, rejecting $375, the last item in his said ac- 
count, be .cause the same is not suftici iently explained and proven to entitle him 
to a credit therefor, 

Mr. OATES (during the re ading). If the Clerk will suspend the 

reading I will explain the claim in a few words. 

The claimant was receiver at the land office at Jackson, Miss. Ata 
time when there was a great run on the office, the clerical force which 
he had was unable to do the work, and he ran out of blanks. He took 
the responsibility of employing additional clerks and having blanks 
printed for use in his office. After he passed out of office there was a 
suit brought against him on his bond for a considerable amount—$1,500 
or $2,000—and he was found to be insolvent; but his sureties were 
solvent, and they were unable to use this claim, which amounted to 
about $900, included in these items. They were unable to use it as a 
set-off. It was not allowed by the Department, because he had not 
obtained the authority of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to make this expenditure, After the committee had the benefit of an 
explanation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office we decided 
that at least $531 of the claim should be allowed asa credit, giving his 
sureties the benefit of it on the judgment against them. Some $400 ot 
his claim was rejected by the committee, because we did not think the 
proof was quite sufficient. 

Mr. HOOKER. You recommended that $549 be allowed ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes. The amount proposed to be allowed is $540, 
and is certainly just. 

Mr. FULLER. I would like to ask the gentleman aquestion. Did 
this officer ever make any claim to the Department for this expenditure 
before he was sued on the bond ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, yes; repeatedly. 

Mr. OATES. He claimed it, but it was not allowed. 

Mr. FULLER. Were the claims refused by the Department? 

Mr. OATES. ‘They were refused, and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office makes the statement that they were not allowed because 
they did not want to establish the precedent of any inferior official ex- 
pending any amount without the consent of the Department. But 
they do not dispute the fact that the expenditure was made and that 
it was necessary. 

Mr. FULLER. Then the amount was claimed before he was sued 
upon his official bond ? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
to employ the extra help? 

Mr. OATES. He first employed them and then applied for consent; 
and the only ground on which it was refused at the time was that the 
appropriation was short. When he went out of office it had not been 
paid. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, I would ask the gentleman if he thinks, 
with his large experience of legislation here, that it would be prudent 
to allow officers to employ extra help without first obtaining the con- 
sent of the proper Department? 

Mr. OATES. I think asa rule it would not be 
not sanction it. I think the Department madea correct decision in not 
permitting a precedent to be made; but there are such equities in this 
case, the Government getting the benefit of that expenditure, that it 
looks hard to require the sureties to pay the amount after the Govern- 
ment has got the benefit of the expenditures. I think the equities 
would be to give them the benefit of thatmuch. Now the wholeclaim 
was about $900. ‘Ve rejected the items about which there was some 
doubt, but there is no doubt about the amount we now recommend. 


Did heask the Department for authority 
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Ir, OATES. they a ited in detail in the re} hela 
$: r services rendered Mrs. Kimball, 
miitte ] t em] ed 

Mr. TURNER, of G . Why was tha 

Mr. HOOKER. I lerstand that that was 1 L | t com- 
mittee because they did not have sufficient proof of the rendit 


ct 


the services by Mrs. Kimball, but in point of fac 

to pay than anybody else, in my judgment. 
Mr. OATES. ‘There was some testimony taken |! rit 

of which I am a member;, but as to this item for clerical services s 











to have been rendered by the wife of the claimant, there was no « 
dence of the rendition of the service except his affidavit and hers. 3 
to the other services, however, which we reported favorab] there 
is no question; several affidavits were submitted proving t] es 
ices were rendered, and well rendered; and also as to the blanks, it 
was shown that they were furnished and that only a reasonable p: 


was charged for them. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Do not the account and the proof show 
that these clerical services were obtained by this officer after h i 
been notified by the Department that it would not authorize tl 
ployment or furnish the compensation ? 

Mr. OATES. That was the case in respect to the servi 
claimed to have been rendered by his wife. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Was it not the case as to the whol 
the services ? 


Mr. OATES. No, not as to the whole; only as to part. He 
newed his application. There were two or three different applicatior 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Now, I want to ask my friend from 
Alabama whether in his judgment it would be wise in Congress t 
sanction any such extraordinary course as that of this official. A 
postmaster or any other officer of the Government having asked for au- 
thority to expend the public money in a certain manner, and having 
been refused, does my friend think it would be proper to permit him 
to go on and incur expenses on his own responsibility and then com 
to Congress and ask reimbursement either for himself or his securities ? 
Does not the gentleman know that that would tend to encourage simi- 
lar expenditures on the part of publie officials, who would rely upon 
Congress to make the amount good later ? 

Mr. OATES. I stated a few moments ago that I thought the De- 
partment was right in not allowing a precedent of this kind to be set 
up there. But herein lies the equity in favor of those who would ben- 
efit by it in this case. The blanks were actually furnished and t 
printer was paid for them. The services upon which we have reported 
favorably were actually rendered, and lands were being entered and 
money paid there, and the Government of the United States actually 
received the benefit of those services. The money went into the T 
ury, and while the act of the officer was not warranted, while 
trregular, and while, if no one but the officer himself wa 


it 
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ih 





might be well not to relieve him—in fact, I do not think I v 
to do it—yet when the man’s sureties are concerned, and en th 
Government received the fall benefit of these services and these ex 


penditures, it seems to me rather a hard case not to allow 3 credi 
on the judgment. I think there is an equity in the matter, and itisa 
case that must rest on its own bottom. It is not likely to be a prece- 
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of the people in the proper and speedy dispatch of the public business 
required an official force for which Congress in its original appropria- 
ticns had not made provision. To illustrate: At Eureka Springs in 
our State, some years ago, waters of a medicinal character, or supposed 
to he medicinal, were discovered; and where there had been a barren 
waste there was within a few months a population of 5,000 people. 
The post-office there was completely overrun, persons waiting at the 
office in large numbers to obtain their mail. The postmaster, with 
the allowances made to him, could not properly dispatch the duties of 
his office, and no additional allowance was made by the Department 
to enable him to doso. Now, the question is whether a public ofli- 
cer, when an emergency like that, unanticipated and unprovided for, 
arises, should be allowed to neglect or disregard the necessities of the 
public. In that case, or in some other case of that character (I am not 
sure about the particular case), the Forty-ninth Congress, when the 
subject was brought to its attention, made proper provision for the re- 
imbursement of the officer who had been compelled to decide between 
abandoning the discharge of the public business or staying there and 
for the time being bearing the additional expense himself. My friend 
who represents that district states that provision was made by Con- 
gress for the reimbursement of the officer in that instance, 

Will any gentleman maintain that under such circumstances Con- 
gress ought not to have granted relief? And that case is analogous to 
the one now presented. The Department would have granted the nec- 
essary aliowance, but Congress had failed to make adequate appropria- 
tion, and by statute the Department was prohibited from sanctioning 
any additional expenditure. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to state that the fund appropriated in the gen- 
eral appropriation bill for clerical work in the local land offices is ap- 
portioned at the beginning of the year; and the amount apportioned 
to this particular office was exhausted before this ‘‘run’’ was made 
upon it. The land officers could not foresee that this rush of business 
would occur; and as the amount apportioned was exhausted, there 
were no funds from which an additional allowance could be made. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, one other observation and then I will 
yield the floor to my friend. 

There is a provision of the statute regulating the Department of Jus- 
tice in this way. Very recently during the present session of Con- 
rresse=———~ 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman from Arkansas will ad- 
mit it was a wise public policy which was embodied in that statute. 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes; Ido. Ishould regard it in a case of public 
emergency where the public interests are involved to be an unjust and 
unwise policy not to be allowed in its discretion to make ample provis- 
ion for such emergency. To illustrate. Recently, in the case of an 
important investigation, it was found necessary on the part of the De- 
partment of Justice to take certain depositions. They were in the 
progress of taking them in the city of Philadelphia when the Depart- 
ment discovered they would be unable to meet the expenses of the coun- 
sel engaged in taking those depositions under notice already served, 
and when the taking of those depositions was in progress. Now, was 
the Government to withdraw this special counsel and permit these dep- 
ositions in which the Government was interested to be taken ex parte 
and without compensation because the statute provided they should 
not proceed without the funds to carry on the business? Would the 
Congress of the United States in a case of that kind, when properly 
presented and when the Department of Justice had taken the respon- 
sibility to have these depositions taken, refuse to award compensation 
to the counsel who were engaged in that work? Certainly not; and 
they did not refuse to make provision at this very session of Congress, 
in the general deficiency bill, to provide for the expense incurred in 
taking those depositions. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will now yield to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. PEEv]}. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the discussion which 
has taken place, and the case which has been referred to by my col- 
league is one in point. I wish to say I am familiar with that case. 
In my district when the Eureka Springs were first discovered the coun- 
try where they are located was a wilderness. In a little while after 
the discovery of the springs, in 1881, people had flocked in there from 
al directions, and it became necessary to accommodate the public that 
a post-office should be established for the collection and distribution 
of the mail. A fourth-class post-office was established at that place, 
where there had accumulated some ten or fifteen thousand population. 

As a matter of course, the Post-Office Department could not allow 
under the law an assistant in that post-office to help in the distribution 
of the mail, although such assistance was needed. The postmaster 
paid the money out of his own pocket to provide a sufficient force to 
accommodate the public needs. I introduced a bill for relief in that 
case, and it was reported favorably in the Forty-eighth Congress, to 
reimburse the postmaster for the money which he had paid out of his 
own pocket to accommodate the public while he was in the manage- 
ment of that post-office. It was a case of emergency which had arisen 
unexpectedly, and it was necessary to accommodate the people in re- 
ceiving and collecting the mail; and it was just such a case where the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 5, 


Congress of the United States should intervene to make good what- 
ever losses were suffered on the part of the postmaster. 

Mr. HOOKER, I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FuL- 
LER]. 

Mr. FULLER. I wish to say a word in reply io some of the state- 
ments made by the gentleman from Arkansas| Mr. Rovers]. Itseems 
to me if his line of policy is pursued as indicated by his argument we 
will then have a case of this kind every session of Congress, upon the 
ground that the amount placed in the hands of these land officers was 
not sufficient. 

Mr. ROGERS. 
sufficient. 

Mr. FULLER. I understand there is a certain amount in the hands 
of each one of these land officers to meet the expenditures under their 
management. I remember the case of the Lamar office in Colorado. 
Owing to the great amount of business in that office this money was 
exhausted. Soin many other offices where the expenses in behalf of the 
public interests have exceeded the amdunt which they had on hand, 
owing to the amount of business which had been suddenly thrown upon 
them. Now, if we sltould establish a precedent like that indicated by 
the gentleman from Arkansas, that because there was a necessity in the 
case they should go on and hire extra help and come in afterwards to 
Congress for relief, we may expect an accumulation of cases of that 
character at every session of Congress. I think it is a dangerous prac- 
tice, and one which ought not to be encouraged. 

Mr. HOOKER, I think the House is ready to vote on this amend- 
ment. This is not asked in behalf of the man who did the work and 
who paid for the help which became necessary, but it is to make the 
allowance to the sureties involved in this suit. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The first question is on the pending amendment. 

Mr. FULLER. [I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 3, 

Mr. FULLER. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. HOOKER and Mr. FULLER, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 32, 
noes 1, 

Mr. FULLER. While I still think this is a bad precedent, I do not 
feel like stopping the public business and will therefore withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thank you, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 


The amountin the case of the Commissioner was not 


CALL OF THE LIST OF MEMBERS. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the list of members. 

Mr. RICE. I rise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of stating that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HowARD] is detained from the Hall by 
sickness in his family, and to ask that by unanimous consent his name 
be passed over without prejudice to his right under the call. 

There was no ubjection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS, 


Mr. HUDD. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
5043) for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in 
the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. DUNN. Is that a private bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is on the Private Calendar, and is a private 
bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas a treaty was entered into on the 5th day of February, 1856, by and 
between the Government of the United S:ates and the Stockbridge and Munsee 
Indians, in which the said Indians ceded certain lands to the United States, and 
accepted, in consideration thereof, certain lands as a reservation, to which said 
Indians removed, and upon which they have ever since resided; and 

Whereas by the interpretation placed by Government officials on the act of 
February 6, 1871, an act for the relief of said Indians, a large part of said Indians 
(and their descendants) who signed said treaty of 1856, and have continued with 
said tribe from the making of said treaty to the present time, are excluded from 
participating in tribal funds and the right to occupy said reservation: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That ail persons who were actual members of said tribe of 
Indians at the time of the execution of the treaty of February 5, 1856,and their 
descendants, and all persons who became wembers of the tribe under the pro- 
visions of Article VI of said treaty, and their descendants, who did not in 
and by said treaty,and have not since its execution, separated from said tribe, 
are hereby declared members of said Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, 
and entitled to share in former tribal funds and the occupancy of tribal lands. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, without un- 
necessary delay afver the passage of this act, to cause to be taken an enrollment 
of said tribe on the basis of the provisions of this act, which enrollment shall 
be filed, a copy in the Department of the Interior and a copy in the records of 
said tribe. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUDD. Thisisabill which involves no appropriation of money. 
It provides merely a mode of settling the differences or disputes be- 
tween a tribe of Indians residing in Wisconsin. It has been reported 
favorably by prior Congresses, and the gentleman from Minnesota, my 
colleague on the Committeeon Indian Affairs [Mr. NELSON], has made 
two reports similar to the one now pending before the House. Thebill 
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CONGRE 


1888. 


only failed on final passage because of not having been reached. It has 
received unanimous reports from the Indian Committee of three Con- 
gresses. It makes no appropriation, is recommended by the Interior 
Department, and strongly by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. So I 
presume there will be no objection to its passage. 

I move that it be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

J. GEORGE RUCKSTUHL. 

Mr. HUTTON. I ask present consideration of the bill (H. R. 33s) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of J. George 
Ruckstuhl. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to remove from the military record of J. George Ruckstuhl, late a first 
lieute:.ant in the Ninety-seventh Illinois Volunteers, the charge of desertion, 
and to cancel all penalties and forfeitures arising therefrom. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. HUTTON. There is an amendment I desire to offer to the bill, 
and also an amendment to the title. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of amending the title will come 
up hereafter in the House. The first question is, Will the committee 
now consider the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. GEAR) was read, as follows: 


They find that he was mustered into the United States service as first lieuten- 
ant of Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
September 16, 1862. That he was left at Camp Smith, Kentucky, on November 
11 to superintend the burial of a dead soldier, and that he did not rejoin his regi- 
ment until February 1, 1863, during which time he was “ absent without leave.” 


Charges were preferred against him, but he tendered his resignation, to take | 


effect December 31, 1862, which resignation was accepted by General U. S. Grant 
in general orders March 2, 1867. 

In the tender of his resignation he states that itis on the ground of “ill- 
health,” which statement is verified by the certificate of two surgeons who tes- 
tify to the fact. 


in regard to his ‘ 


‘absence without leave’’ Ruckstuh! makes the following 
statement: That he was left under a verbal order of General A. J. Smith at 
Nicholasville, Ky., to bury one D. C. Fulton, a member of his regiment; that 
he did so remain, and after having performed this duty he started to rejoin his 
regiment; that on arriving at Frankfort he was taken severely ill; that he left 
his detail at that point, telling them that he would rejoin his regiment at Louis- 
ville; that on his arrival at Louisville, Ky., he was unable to rejoin his regi- 
ment, as he was suffering from a severe hemorrhage, in consequence of which 
he was unable to travel; that while in Louisville he was under the care of one 
Dr. Coke, who is now dead. 

This statement of the facts in the case Mr. Ruckstuhl makes under oath, and 
is supported by the affidavits of one Gottlieb Beih and Mary Daesschofer, who 
both testify to the fact of his illness in Louisville, Ky.; that he was confined to 
his bed for about six weeks under the care of Dr. Coke, who has since died. 
The time that these two witnesses testify as to the duration of his illness covers 
the period for which he is reported “ absent without leave from his regiment.” 

Y ur committee recommend that the words in the sixth line of the bill, ‘the 
charge of desertion,” be stricken out and the words “absence without leave”’ 
be inserted in lieu thereof, and that when so amended the bill do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amevdment 
recommended by the Committee on Military Affairs adopted, and the 
bill as amended Jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
HYLAND C. KIRK AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask the present consideration of the bill (S. 395) 
for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. 
Fletcher. 

The bill was read at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the report ought to be read in that case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read, subject to objection. 

The report was read at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the amount of the claim that is proposed 
to be presented here to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. JACKSON. I will say that this is a Senate bill, and I am not 
so familiar with the facts as other gentlemen on the floor to enable me 
to answer questions with regard to the biil. The principal informa- 
tion that I have in respect to it was gathered from an examination of 
the report of the Senate and the accompanying exhibits. I think the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] has given it more attention 
and can probably answer fully any questions that may arise in regard 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from New 
York will make a statement in reference to the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. What amount does it involve? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, this bill was in charge 
of my colleague from New York [Mr. DAVENPORT] who is absent, but 
at his request I have informed myself of the facts on record in the case. 
This matter was examined when pending in the Court of Claims, 
which court decided that in case the finding was substantially in favor 
of claimant—but I will read the exact language of the court. They 
say: 

The court find that one-twentieth of 1 per cent. of the amount so collected, 
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to wit, the sum of $35,151.38, would be a reasonable royalty for the us ft 
device, if the claimant is entitled to recover theref 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the whole amount involved ? 

Mr. BAKER of New York. As I understand it, that is the whole 
amount involved in this claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding is that it may run up into the 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This is the finding of the Court of 
Claims, and sostated by Mr. DAVENPORT, and given to me also by other 


parties familiar with the facts of the case. They intorm me that some- 
thing over $35,000 is the limit of the amount stated by the court 
reasonable royalty for the use of the device, if anything at all is to be 
recovered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ered ? 

Mr. KILGORE. 
of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
sider the bill? 

Two members only rising to object, the bill was ordered to be con- 
sidered. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. KILGORE. 


as a 


The question first is, Will the bill be consid- 
I think I will have to object 


The question then is, Will 


The question is on laying the bill aside 
I give notice, Mr. Chairman, that my objection 
does not end here. I shall insist upon the point of no quorum with 
reference to this bill. It is too important to be passed in this manner. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. In view of that statement and rather 
than obstruct the other business to-day, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. Under the circumstances, and at the instance of 
the gentleman from New York, I will withdraw the bill for the present. 


JOHN R. TREUTLEN. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. . I ask consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to pay to the heirs of John R. Treutilen, late an employé in the House 
of Representatives, $333.33, being the difference in the salaries paid to laborers 
and that paid to messengers, which latter office he filled from the 7th day of 
April, 1881, to the 17th day of December, 1881, performing all the duties of mes- 
senger and receiving only the pay of laborer. 

Sec. 2. That the amount necessary to pay the 
and made immediately available. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


same is hereby appropriated 


bill? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN GRAY. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. 


lief of John Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay to John Gray, late major ot the 
One hundred and seventy-fifth New York Volunteers, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the pay and allowances of a major of in- 
fantry from the 19th of November, 1862, the date he received his commission as 
major from the governor of the State of New York, to the l7th day of January, 
1463, the date he is borne upon the record as having been mustered into the serve 
ice as major of said regiment. 


Mr. ROGERS. Let the report be read. - 
The report (by Mr. StoNE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 
H.R 


R. 11165) for the re- 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
for the relief of John Gray, report as follows: 

This is a claim for pay for services rendered prior to muster, by John Gray, 
formerly major of the One hundred and seventy-fifth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers. 

The claimant applied to the War Department for relief, and was denied in 
1886, for the reason that ‘‘his muster into service as major January 17, 1563, 
recognized him from the earliest date by completion of his command 

The proof shows that John Gray was commissioned major of the One hun- 
dred and seventy-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers ou the 19th of Novem- 
ber, 1862, by the governor of New York, and served in that capacity without 
pay until January 17, 1863. ° 

Having obtained the benefit of Gray’s services, the Government ought not to 
set up a technical plea in bar of its obligation to make compensation therefor, 
and your committee are of opinion that payment should be made to Maj. John 
Gray. 

Your committee report back the bill, and recommend its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


11165) 


MARITIME 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I havea bill here that I want to 
call up for a friend of mine. I will take charge of it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am informed that there is some ques- 
tion about this bill. How much is there involved in it? 

Mr. KILGORE. Nota cert. 


CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua 

The CHAIRMAN. 
House Calendar. 


The Chair is informed that this bill is on the 
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. DUNN. It is a private bill, to create a private corporation. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he understands the 
upply to only these bills which are on the Private Calendar. 

ee 
ivate bill, and the rule was intended to comprehend 
te bill nd all private bills ought to be on the 
The time to have made that question woulp 
1en it was referred to the House Calendar. 
I submit that an erroneous reference of a bill ought 
leprive it of its privilege under this call. The fact that itis on 
Calendar is : chnical question that ought not under 
» exclude its cor ition. 
[AN. The Chair would not by its ruling undertake to 
}. If there be no objection, the bill will be read, 
air will ask for objection to its consideration. 
. I obiect. 
has not arrived at the stage for ol 
ion is on the point of order. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not called for objection. 
sion is simply upon the point of order, and the Chair 
don the point of order—— 
fr. MORGAN. I understand the Chair to state that this bill did 
come under the present call, but that it might be called up by 
snlmous consent. 
r. DUNN. The Chair called attention to the fact that the bill is 
the House Calendar. Istate that the bill is a private bill and ought 
on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LANHAM. I raise the point of order on the bill. 


yjection. 


has not 


Mr. CULBERSON. I demand that the bill be read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the House bill is on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BAYNE (to Mr. K1LGore). 
tute it for the Senate bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iwill just call up the House bill instead of the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask how this bill 
comes up at this time. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘The bill is trying to get up now. 

Mr. LAWLER. I object to its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has notcome for objections. The Chair 
is informed that the House bill is on the Private Calendar. The ob- 
jection would be waived for that reason, and the point of order would 
not lie against its consideration. I now ask if there is objection to the 
consideration of the House bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the House bill be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House bill will be taken up, and after it is 
read the Chair will ask if there is objection to its consideration. 

The bill (H. R. 5616) was read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Shall the bill be considered ? 

Mr. CULBERSON, I make the point of order that that bill is not 
upon the Private Calendar. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill which has just been read is on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
endar. 

Mr. DUNN. But when objection was made the gentleman called 
up the House bill instead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill which has just been read is on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, page 41. Those who are opposed to the consideration of 
the bill will rise and stand until counted. 

Seven members objected-——more than a sufficient number; so the bill 
was not considered. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. LAFFOON. I call up the bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of the 
State National Bank of New Orleans, formerly Louisiana State Bank. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the State National Bank of New Orleans, 
formerly Louisiana State Bank, for the payment of the proceeds of cotton be- 
longing to said bank taken by the agents of the Treasury Department of the 
Uniied States, in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas, after the 30th day of 
June, 1865, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for adju- 
dication, and that said bank may institute suit in said court and the same shall 
be tried and adjudicated the same as if said action had been filed within the 
time authorized by law; that the testimony and original papers filed by said 
bank before the Treasury Department of the United States in connection with 
said claim be, and the same shall be, received by said court as evidence as if 
taken or filed under the rules of said court; thatthe said bank and United States 
may take further evidence as may be deemed proper, subject to the rules for 
taking testimony in said court, 


Call up the House bill and substi- 


The one that I have is not on the Private Cal- 


The report (by Mr. SHaw) is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3715) for the 
relief of the State National Bank of New Orleans, formerly Louisiana State 
Bank, having considered the same, report as follows: 

The committee agree with the conclusions reached by the Committee on 
Claims in the Senate, as embodied inareport from said committee in the Forty- 
seventh Congress, and adopt said report, and recommend that said bill be 
amended by inserting, in line 15, after the word “evidence,” the words *‘ so far 
as the same may be legally competent and proper under the rules and practice 
of said court,’ and as so amended that said bill do pass, 


i. I would like to know why it is not on the Private Calen- | 


} State 


| for the purchase of 
| tracts of purchase the venders resided within the lines of the Confederate forces, 
} and commercial relations between the bank and themselves were prohibited, 


| tion of the I 
| laws. The cotton thus purchased or contracted for remained in the possession 


| ing shipme 
| the 27th an 
| caused it to be shipped to Simeon Draper, the agent of the Treasury Department 


OCTOBER 5 


, 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred “ A bill for the relief of the 
State National Bank of Louisiana,” having examined the same, make the fol- 


| lowing report: 


That the State Bank of Louisiana,a banking corporation chartered by the 
laws of Louisiana, and located atthe city of New Orleans, in 1863, while said city 
was in the permanent occupation and control of military forces of the United 
4, through its agents, contracted with various parties residing in Upper 
iana and Arkansas, who had raised and were the private owners thereof, 
everal hundred bales of cotton. At the dates of these con- 


I neral and statute laws of the Government and by the proclama- 
sident of the United States, made under and in pursuance of said 


of the several venders until after the 30th of June, 1865, when hostilities having 
ceas t was delivered over to the agent of the bank, and by said agent col- 
lected together at different points pre 


ory to shipment to New Orleans. 
After the ecetton had thus reached the ssession of the bank, and while await- 
to New Orles 


18, Special Treasury agents of the United States, on 
®Wih July, 1865, and the 18th November, 1865, seized the same and 


at New York, by whom it wassold, and the proceeds paid into the United States 
Treasury. The State Bank ot Louisiana, after the close of the war, having been 
merged into the State National Bank of Louisiana, the latter, as the successor 


| to all the rights and interests of the former bank, made claim to the proceeds of 


This | 


this cotton, but its claim was rejected by the Treasury Department. The bank 
thereafter, on the 2lst September, 1877, instituted an action in the Court of Claims 
for the recovery of said proceeds, and was defeated in said court by the plea of 
the statute of limitation. The object of the present bill is to allow the bank to 
have its claim referred to the Court of Claims for trial and adjudication, just as 
though the action had been filed in said court within the time authorized by 
law. Its claim before the Department was not finally determined until after the 
bar of the statute had attached, 

The rejection of the claim by the Department was based upon the ground that 
its purchases having been made in 1863 from parties occupying an enemy rela- 
tion, the bank failed to acquire title to the cotton, and had therefore no valid 
claim to its proceeds. If the case stood alone upon the contract for the purchase 
of the cotton in 1863 the correctness of this ruling could not be well questioned. 
The decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in Montgomery vs. 
United States, 15 Wallace, 395,and Mitchell vs. United States, 21 Wallace, declare 
that such contracts of purchase would fail to confer a valid title to the property, 
and your committee at the present session of Congress have reported against a 
bill granting relief as to the proceeds of property in a case where the party, by 
his purchase from inhabitants of insurrectionary districts in violation of the non- 
intercourse laws of the United States, failed to acquire a valid title. So that if 
nothing appeared in the present case except the bank’s purchase of the cotton 
in 1863 from venders residing within the Confederate lines, it could not be dis- 
tinguished from the Mitchell claim, and would be controlled by the principles 
applied in that case, 

but there are important particulars in which the present differs from the 
Mitchell case. The bank’s contract for the purchase of the cotton was not com- 
— in 1863, or during the period of actual war. It had paid and the venders 
iad received the purchase-money, but the cotton remained in the possession of 
the venders under an agreement for its future delivery. If the venders had 
subsequently refused to make delivery and complete the contract, and the bank 
had tried then, either during or after the war, to recover the cotton, it would 
have been nonsuited in any court of the United States if the illegality of the con- 
tract had been pleaded, or if the same had appeared to the court in the course 
of the trial. The planters did not, however, avail themselves of the illegality or 
the contract, but, on the contrary, recognizing the moral obligation which rested 
upon them, after receiving the purchase-money, they voluntarily completed the 
contract and delivered the cotton over to the possession of the bank after the 
war had actually closed, 

Was this delivery, which appears to have been made subsequent to June 30, 
1865, in contravention of law or of the non-intercourse acts and regulations of 
the Government? Ifthe parties could at that time have lawfully made an orig- 
inal contract with each other for the sale and purchase of the cotton in ques- 
tion, itis difficult to see any valid reason why they could not then, without vio- 
lation of law or public policy, recognize as binding and complete a contract 
previously entered into, no intervening rights having attached. Sunday con- 
tracts are generally prohibited or forbidden by law; but, when completed on 
Monday, by delivery, their validity can not be impeached. The controlling 
question, therefore, in the present case is, could these parties lawfully hold com- 
mercial intercourse with each other when the cotton was delivered; or rather, 
was such delivery, either as an original transaction or as the consummation of 
a previous agreement, in violation of law? 

On the 24th June, 1865, the President of the United States, by proclamation 
issued under authority of law, expressly ordered that “all restrictions upon 
internal, domestic, and coastwise intercourse and trade, and upon the purchase 
and removal of products’ lying west of the Mississippi River (excepting those 
relating to property heretofore purchased by the agents or captured by or sur- 
rendered to the forces of the United States) are annulled. Under this express 
authority given by law, the bank could legally have purchased this cotton. The 
venders could lawfully have sold or given ittothe bank. When the venders, afier 
this proclamation, delivered the cotton to the bank, it was in effect either a new 
sale based upon the valuable consideration previously received, or a voluntary 
relinqguishment and donation of all their rights and title to the property. But 
suppose it is treated as the affirmation or confirmation of the contract of pur- 
chase made in 1863, what rule of law or principle of public policy forbids the 
ratification of that contract after June 24, 1865, before the Government had 
seized or captured the cotton? Asa general proposition, void, as distinguished 
from voidable, contracts can not be confirmed, for the reason that the same 
legal objections arising from positive law or public policy continue to operate 
when the confirmation is attempted which existed at the formation of the orig- 
inal contract. But when that is not the case, when the law or public policy 
that originally vitiates the contract has beenchanged, when the legal objections 
to such contracts have ceased to operate, there is no reason why the parties 
thereto may not lawfully ratify or reaffirm their agreement. 

If this position is correct, the act of the venders in ratifying and completing 
their contracts by delivery of the cotton after the restrictions upon commercial 
intercourse had been removed, conferred upon the bank a title to the property 
just as valid as though the contract had been first entered into at the date and 
place of delivery; so that the case is narrowed down to this, that after all hos- 
tilities had terminated and the President had, by his proclamation, removed all 
restrictions upon trade in the districts formerly declared to be in insurrection, 
the bank applied to the planters who agreed to sell it their cotton in 1863, and 
requested them to recognize and complete their agreement and confer upon the 
bank the possession and ownership of the cotton. This they might have re- 
fused to do, but feeling the moral obligation arising out of the receipt of the 
money the bank had paid them, they freely delivered the cotton to the agent of 
the bank when it was lawful for them to hold intercourse and before any in- 
tervening rights of the Government had attached. 

Under those circumstances the transaction may well be termed either a valid 
confirmation of a former contract, or a new sale as of the date of such delivery, 
ora gift. When the cotton was so received in 1565 it must be admitted that the 
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LA FOLLETTE. I! 
construction of a bridge for 1 
River betwe ] r 
north of a1 

The bill w: ad for i 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, is that bill on the 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is informed that it 

Mr. NELSON. sire to offer an amendment, to 
end of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The billis not open to amendment at this stage. 
Ts there objection to the present consideration of this bill ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire the Chai 
whether this is the same bill about which we had a controversy on last 
Friday. 

Mr. NELSON. It is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the gentl 
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eman from Minnesota now say 
will insist upon a quorum for the passage of this bill? 

Mr. NELSON. I shall offer as an amendment the same bil! that I 
offered last Friday. 

Mr. MORGAN. But do you intend to call a quorum ? 

Mr. NELSON. Ido intend to call a quorum on this‘ bill unl 
mine is accepted as an amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, I shall make the point of 
order against the gentleman’s amendment. I know the bill that he 
proposes to offer. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope my friend from Wisconsin will withdraw 
the bill if it is to be antagonized. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisisall out of order. Is there objection to 
the consideration of this bill ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, tagcome in at the end of the bill. Ido not care to occupy time 


he 





in reading the amendment beyond the first section. , 

The Clerk read the first section of the proposed amendment, as fol 
lows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the city of Duluth, a municipal corporation inthe State 
of Minnesota, or its assigns, or any legally incorporated railroad company o 





companies which may be associated with it therein, be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to construct and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the ship- 
canal and upon the Government piers of the same through Minnesota Point, 
being the entrance to the Duluth Harbor from Lake Superior, if upon consider- 
ation of a board of engineer officers, to be specially selected for the purpose, a 


bridge can be built without serious injury tothe canal as an entrance to the har- | 





bor, and then only upon the plansand at the location recommended by the board 
and approved by the Secretary of War; said bridge shall be constructed to pro- 
vide for the passage of railway trains, and further provide for the passage of 
wad 
and foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates of tolls as may be approved from 
time to time by the Secretary of War, 

Mr. NELSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to have the amend- 
ment read further, but I wish to make a statement, if the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLErre] is willing 

, 


ke a point of order against the : l- 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In g 
ment. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam entitled to have the whole amendment 1 , 
but I will waive that right if I can be allowed to make a brief state- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gen 
Wisconsin |Mr. LA FOLLETTE] makes the point of order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; on the ground that the amendment is 
not germane to the bill under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairsustainsthe point of order. The g: 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] asks unanimous consent that he 
may be permitted to make a statement, 

There was no objection. 
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[Senate Report No. 59, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 741) for the re- 
lief of Willam Tabb. have considered the same and respectfully report: 

We adopt the report made by Mr. Hoar trom this committee in the first ses- 
sion of the Vorty-eighth Congress and recommend the passage of the bill. 

Chis isaclaim tor property alleged to have 
in part in May, 1863, by forces under the command of General Jose pe Hooker, 
and in part in May, 1864, by forces under command of Maj. Gen, U.S. Grant. 
jt appears from the evidence on file that the claimant was born in Engl. and; 
that he came to this country in 1848 and has since resided in Spottsylvania 
County, Virginia; that in 1856 he declared in on» of the courts in said State his 
intention to become acilizen of the United States and to renounce all allegiance 
to foreign powers, in the manner prescribed by law; that in 1870 he took his 
fins] oath and received his naturalization papers. 

“On the 16th day of September, 1572, he presented his claim to the Southern 
Clainis Commission, The reports of that commission show that the claim was 
never prosecuted before them. The claimant alleges that he did not prosecute 
his claim betore the commission because informed by his counsel, after having 
presented his claim, that the commission had said that they would not take 
jurisdiction Of the cause, owing to the fact that the claimant was not, at the 
time of the taking of the property, a citizen of the United States. The claim- 
ant further alleges that his counse | inforined him that the commission advised 
a petition to Congress, 

“Upon this state of facts the claimant made a petition to Congress in 1874, 
that being two years after he had filed his petition before the Southern Claims 
Commission. 

There seems to be no doubt as to the claimant’s loyalty, it being established 
by the testimony of several witnesses, including his neighbors and Union sol- 
diers. Your committee are of the opinion that, so far as the character of the 
claimant is eoneerned, there is nothing which should deprive him of relief from 
Congress. The Southern Claims Commission held that they had no jurisdic- 
tion because the claimant was not a full citizen in every sense of the word; but 
he surely was so far a citizen as to entitle him to protection of his rights and 
property from this Government. The oath declaring his intention to becomea 
citizen of the United States was an act of expatriation, afte: which he could not 
claim redress through the British Government, 

‘The claim is for quartermaster and commissary supplies taken to the value 
of $2,148.75. No vouchers were given by the officers taking the property, which 
is explained by the fact that Mr. Tabb and his family were sick at the time with 
diph heria. There is evidence showing that on one of the occasions two of Mr. 
Tabb’s children were lying dead in the house from that disease. But there is 
other satisfactory proof that property belonging to the claimant of the amount 
and value alleged was taken for the use of the Army. 

‘A fav seule report in the case was made in the second session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress, recommending that the Southern Claims Commission be given 
jurisdiction of the claim. Since that commission ceased to exist, it has been 
the usual way in such coses to recommend the passage of a bill authorizing the 
Quartermaster-General to examine the claim and report to Congress the facts. 
This claim, however, is for a sma'l sum, and the proof as to the amount ard 
value of the property taken is very satisfactory. 

‘* Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass.”’ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HEIRS OF MARTIN KENOFSKY. 


Mr. LAGAN. I ask for the consideration of the bill (8S. 1671) for 
the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
the heirs or legal representatives of Martin Kenofsky, the sum of $4,992.50, in 
full of ail demands for and on account of the claim of the said Kenofsky for the 
proceeds derived from the sale of $4,992.50 of gold coin belonging to him and 
used in the service of the United States. 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LAGAN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be favorably re- 
ported to the House. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to hear the report read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. Stone, of Ken- 
tucky) was read, as follows: 


The committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 483, first ses- 
sion Fiftieth Congress, which report is hereto annexed and made a part of this 
report, and is as follows: 


{Senate Report No, 483, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


Your committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 1219, for the relief of the 
heirs of Martin Kenofsky, find that Martin Kenofsky, a Prussian subject, was a 
resident of Grenada, in the State of ore in 1864; that he was a man of 
Union sentiments ; that he copverted his possessions into gold, amounting to 
$4,992.50; then started for Memphis, at that time occupied by the Union forces, 
was seized within the lines, his gold taken from him, and he cast into prison, 
from which he was discharged without trial, and without any restoration of his 
property. Thegold was converted into currency, realizing $8,861. ry 
of military officers in command, this money was used for military ses, 
conttary to law and the regulations of the Treasury Department. t a ould 
have been covered into the Treasury. 

The claimant was industrious in pursuing his remedy, commencing at once, 
in 1865, by application to the Secretary of War, and continuing without cessa- 
tion until his death in 1880, Then his widow petitioned Congress for relief, but 
died, pending its bearing, in 881, leaving seven children in destitute circum- 
stances, The authorities of the Widows and Orphans’ Home of New Orleans 
and friends of the family then petitioned Congress for relief. No laches can be 
charged against the claimants. 

The United States have had the benefit of this money; it was not justly ex- 
posed to confiscation; it should have been in the Treasury to-day, subject to the 
disposal of Congress, and in the opinion of your committee ustice requires 
that, notwithstanding it was never covered into the Treasury, having been 
committed to the use of the Army contra:y to jaw, this money should be paid 
to the legal heirs of Martin Kenofsky, and they accordingly report back the 
bill referred, with an amendment striking out the words “ eight thousand eight 
hundred and sixty-one dollars,” in the sixth and seventh lines, and inserting 
instead thereof the words “ four thousand nine hundred and ninety-two dollars 
and fifty cents,’ with the recommendation that as amended it ought to pass. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is the amount covered by this bill simply the par 
value of the gold coin referred to? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is simply the par value. 


been taken from the claimant | 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JESSE DURNELL, 


Mr. LANHAM. On behalf of my friend from Illinois [Mr. LANE], 


who is now absent from the city, I ‘desire to call up for consideration 


the bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Darnell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Jesse Durnell, of Effingham, IIl., out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $i, 312.50, being the 
amount due him forseventeen and one-half months’ difference in pay between 
that of first-class aud second-class pilot in the Mississippi Squadron. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill provides simply for paying this claimant 
the difference between the salary of a first-ciass and a second-class pilot. 
The case has been examined by the Committee on Claims, and the al- 
lowance of the claim is unanimously recommended. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

in line 6strike out “ three” and insert “‘ two,” and in line7 strike out “twelve” 
and insert “thirty-seven ;’’ so as to make the amount appropriated in the bill 
$1,237.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


Cc. C. ROBERTS. 


Mr. LAWLER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 3557) for the re- 
lief of C. C. Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
cause to be paid to ©. C. Roberts the pay and emoluments of a first lieutenant of 
volunteers from the 4th day of April, 1 863, to the Ist day of November, 1863, for 
services rendered as first lieutenant in what was then designated as the Fourth 
Regiment of Ullman’s brigade Colored United States Volunteers, with interest 
at 4 per cent. on the amount due from November 1, 1863,to the day when this 
act shall be in force and become approved. 

Sec, 2. That the amount of money necessary to pay for the services of the 
above-named claimant be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to hear the report read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. LAWLER) was 
read, as follows: 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of War to pay C. C. Roberts the pay and 
emoluments of a first lieutenant of infantry from April 4, 1863, to November 1, 
1863, 

Proof filed in su port of the bill shows that C. C. Roberts was one of anumber 
of officers and vates of Maine regiments who were designated by Go ernor 
Coburn, by authority of the Secretary of War, to bedetached from their various 
regiments for promotion in the colored brigade. The order of the War Depart- 
ment detaching these officers and men was dated March 25, 1863. The claimant 
served as first lieutenant from April 4, 1863, to November 1, 1863, and was not 
paid for said service by reason of a failure to be mustered into service. The 
other officers of the colored brigade were su a mustered into the serv- 
ice and paid, the claimant failing to be mustered by reason of sickness. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant having performed the duties 
of a first lieutenant he should be paid, and report back the billand recommend 
its passage, with the following amendments: 

In line 5, after the word “ volunteers,” insert the word “‘ infantry.” 

In lines 10, 11, and 12 strike out “ with interest at 4 per cent. on thg amount 
due from November 1, 1863, to the day when this act shall be in force and be- 
come approved.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments reported by 
the committee, and just read as the concluding paragraphs of their 
report, 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
LAWLER] whether the amendments strike out the provision in the 
bill for the payment of interest. 

Mr. LAWLER. That provision is struck out by one of the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be 
favorably reported to the House. 

Mr. DUNN. On that question I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 1. 

Mr. DUNN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. LAWLER and Mr. DuNN. 

Mr. LANHAM. lIask, by unanimous consent, this bill be tempo- 
rarily laid aside not to lose its place, and with the privilege on the 
part of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] to call it up here- 
after. 

Mr. DUNN. Or with a privilege of calling it up to-day, if he deems 
proper to do so. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PIPESTONE INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. Unanimous consent was granted to my coll e [Mr. 
LinD] before he leit the city, when his name was called to have me 
call up a bill for him, and in pursuance of that privilege I now call up 
for consideration the bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agri- 
cultural lands embraced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian res- 
ervation, in Minnesota. 








1888. 





The CHAIRMAN. 
be asked. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [ rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a public bill, and does not come within 
the rule under which we are acting. I make the pointof order in jus- 
tice to gentlemen who have small private bills which they desire to call 
up. This is a long bill, and is accompanied with a long report. It is 
not fair to take up the timein reading the bill and report, which ought 
to be devoted to the consideration of private bills. It is unjust to gen- 
tlemen having those measures to call up. While I do not like to do 
any discourtesy to an absent member, Iam compelled to insist upon 
my point of order. 

Mr. NELSON. I admit the point of order made by the gentleman 
is well taken, and will therefore withdraw the bill. My colleague 
[Mr. Linp], in case the point of order should be made and the bill 
ruled out, gave me a private bill to call up, and I now ask for its con- 
sideration. The reservation to which reference is made in the other 
bill is only 1 mile square. But I withdraw that bill. 


JAMES DEVINE, 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 


will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to James Devine, of the county of Brown, in the 
State of Minnesota, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $700, for damages done to his land by the United States troops 
in cutting timber on the same for the building of Fort Hanska, and for fueland 
other purposes, while in possession of said troops during the outbreak of the 
Sioux Indians in Minnesota, 


Mr. NELSON. With the permission of the committee I will make 
a brief statement in reference to this matter. It is a bill which was 
introduced by my colleague [Mr. LIND] and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, which has reported it back favorably. 

In 1862-—’63 an Indian war broke out in theStateof Minnesota. Dur- 
ing that outbreak the State sent out troops to follow up the Indians. 
Those troops were mustered into the service of the United States. 
While in that service they took possession of this man’s farm, cut down 
his timber, and used it in the construction of huts and for fuel. This 
bill merely provides for the payment of $700 to this man for the loss 
which he incurred. 

Mr. KILGORE. These troops were there for this man’s protection. 

Mr. NELSON. No more for his protection than for the protection 
of other citizens in that neighborhood against Indian attacks. In this 
farm of 157 acres there were 40 acres covered with valuable timber. 
That timber was cut down and used by these United States troops in 
the construction of huts and as fuei. For this loss this man has never 
been compensated, and the object of the bill is to recompense him in 
that regard. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much does he claim? 

Mr. NELSON. He claims $700. It has been favorably reported. 

Mr. KILGORE. Read the report. 

The report (by Mr. LAwig:R) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3765) for 
the relief of James Devine, have considered the same and respectfully report 
A bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of this claimant was introduced in the Forty- 
second Congress, second session, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
That committee reported the bill favorably, and upon a full examination of the 
evidence on file in support of the claim this committee finds that the report of 
that committee (No. 1587) is in accordance with the facts, and the same is hereby 
adopted and attached hereto, 
Your committee accordingly report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No, 1587, Forty-sixth Congress, second session. } 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1150) for the 
relief of James Devine, have considered the same, and respectfully report: 
That James Devine was the owner of certain lands in the ~tate of Minnesota, 
namely, the SE. 4 of SE. } and lot No. 6of section No. 28, and lot No. 8 of sec- 
tion No. 33, and the NW. } of NW.} of section No. 34, in township 108, range 31, 
containing 157 acres, 60 acres of which was timbered. During the Indian out- 
break, known as the Sioux massacre of 1862, Company I, Minnesota Mounted 
Rangers, was stationed on said land for the protection of the settlers and builta 
stockade or fort thereon, 100 feet long, 75 feet wide, and about 10 feethigh. They 
also built on said land four buildings of various sizes. Alli the logs, roofing, and 
shingles for said buildings were taken from the land of Devine. The troops 
occupied the fort, and used timber for fuel for a period of two and one-half 
years, and when the troops were removed they took some of said houses with 
them to other locations. 
James Devine testifies that he was at the time the troops occupied the land, 
and is now, the owner thereof, having a patent for the same from the United 
States; that there is 157.72 acres of Jand, 60 of which was timbered; that less 
than one-fourth of said timber was left standing, the balance, 40 acres, being 
cut by the troops. The value of timber land at that time was from $20 to $10 per 
acre, and his loss by said damage was not less than $700, and at the time said 
timber was taken he was a resident of Milwaukee, Wis.,and did not return to 
his land in Minnesota until 1966; that he has never received any pay or com- 
pensation for said loss. 
Guttora Thorsdson and Tergrim Tergrimson testify that they own and live on 
lands adjoining the lands of James Devine; that there was no timber cut on 
said land before the troops entered thereon to build the fort. The timber land 
at that time in the vicinity of Devine’s land was worth from $20 to $50 per acre, 
that the troops were there for two and one-half years, and the damage to De- 
vine by loss of timber was not less than $700. 
Iver Iverson testifies that he knows the property of James Devine, and to his 
positive knowledge there was no timber cut off said land previous to the oceu- 
vancy bv the troops, and that the loss to Devine was not less than $700. 
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The bill will be read, after which objection will 


| 





John Hauenstein, a second lieutenant of Company I, Minnesota Mounted 
Rangers, testifies that he commanded said company at Fort Hauska, in town- 
ship 108, range 31; thatthe fort and buildir 
time he had command; that the logs, roofing, shing 
land of James Devine; that Fort Hauska was built on Devine’s land, and tothe 
best of his knowledge there was about 60 acres of timbered land, and the actual 
loss at the time to James Devine’s property by the destruction of the timber was 
not less than $700. 


us were being erected during the 
! were taken from the 


2s, etec., 


10 


Mr. Devine being a resident of the State of Wisconsin from 1857 until 1866 
when he returned to Minnesota, he learned for the first time that the State had 
adjudicated such claims, for which the United States reimbursed the Stats 

A bill for the payment of damages was presented to the State Legislature 


which received a favorable report, was passed to a third reading and defeated 
because the time expired that had been set for the State to pass on such |! 


S8e8 


Mr. Devine's absence from the State kept him in ignorance of the method of 
prosecuting hisclaim until some years after the property had beentakeu. When 
he was aware of the manner in which such property was paid for, he presented 
his claim to the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, Payment was refused 
it being a claim against the United States 

Your committee believe the property was taken by the troops for the 
and that the amount asked for the same is just and reasonable, and re« imend 


the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What evidence is there that these troops were mus- 
tered into the United States service? The report says they were State 
troops. 

Mr. NELSON. My colleague [Mr, Rice] was a citizen of the State 
at that time, and knows the fact, which he will state, that they were 
mustered into the United States service. 

Mr. RICE. Itis the fact that these troops at the time were mustered 
into the service of the United States. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The gentleman from Minnesota has answered my 
question that these State troops had been mustered into the service of 
the United States, and that is satisfactory. 

There was noobjection; and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


E. J. ALDRICH, 


Mr. LYMAN. lIcall up for present consideration the bill 
3155) for the relief of E. J. Aldrich. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction be, and the same hereby is, conferred upon 
the Court of Claims to try and determine, upon its merits, the claim of E. J. 
Aldrich, of Pottawattamie County, State of lowa, against the United States for 


(H. R. 


cotton seized and appropriated in the States of Arkansas and Louisiana, any 
statutes of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding: Provided, Suit b« 
menced in said court within six months next after the passage of this act 

Mr. ROGERS. My attention was temporarily distracted while this 


bill was being read; will the gentleman state the purport of it? 

Mr. LYMAN. It refers a claim for cotton to the Court of Claims. 
The claimant commenced a suit in the Court of Claims, but he was too 
late, not having commenced it before the statute of limitations applied. 
He is an old gentleman, apparently not familiar with the law; and for 
this or some other reason the claim was not presented in time. ‘This 
simply removes the bar of the statute. 

Mr. ROGERS. What committee does it come from? 

Mr. LYMAN. From the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is this for a portion of the proceeds of the captured 
and abandoned property fund now in the Treasury ? 

Mr. LYMAN. I can not answer the question. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to hear the report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. THoMmAs, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 

The beneficiary, E. J. Aldrich, claims to be the owner of a claim once owned 
by one H. A. Millen, for cotton seized and appropriated by the United States 
Government. In 1871, prosecution therefor was commenced in the Court of 
Claims. In December, 1876, a motion was filed to dismiss the case on the ground 
that the cause of action was barred by the statute of limitation; which motion 
was afterwards sustained. The claimant is an old man.and greatly in need 
financially of the relief demanded if he is entitled thereto. His loyalty is un- 
questioned and unquestionable, and his claim appears to have meritinit. The 
bar of the statute of limitation prevents him from establishing the same All 
he asks in the bill is that this bar may be removed, and he permitted to estab- 
lish his claim. if he can, in the Court of Claims. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Icwa 
for a moment, to inquire on what this claim is based, on what state- 
ment of facts it is presented? The report does not show. 

Mr. LYMAN. I can not answer as to the facts, because I do not 
know. 

Mr. CULBERSON. As I understand the report, it states that the 
beneficiary is the assignee of a claim in favor of one Millen against the 
Government, but it does not state what the claim is for. 

Mr. SENEY. What is the claim based upon? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It says in the report for cotton 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to have the first clause of the bill 
again reported. 

The bill was again read. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The first question is, Will the committee consider 
the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Permit me first to ask if this bill provides that 
there shall be an absolute judgment against the Government, or simply 
that the court shall report the findings ? 

Mr. LYMAN. ‘That there shall be a judgment for whatever the 
court finds due. I assume that the court will take care of all inci- 
dental questions that may arise in connection with the investigation 
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of the claim; and the point is that this removes the bar of the statute 
of itations to allow the consideration of the claim. 

Mr. CULBERSON, I do not think this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. SENEY. What is the amount of the claim? 


Mr. LYMAN. I do not know. 


Mr. ROGERS, I would like to know something further about this 
ease. The gentleman from Iowa does not seem to be familiar with the | 
facts. What State does it come from, where does the claimant reside, 


and who has charge of it? 

Mr. LYMAN. The claimant lives in the county in which I reside, 
and I introduced the bill for his relief at his request. I know the 
claimant, but do not know the facts in the case. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to make an observation or two. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will first submit the question whether 
the committee will consider the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I am asking unanimous consent to be heard for a 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, as strong a case, perhaps, as could 
possibly be submitted to the House was presented by the report from 
the Judiciary Committee accompanying the claim of Mr. Noble, who 
has since died. 
a fi 
The general sentiment of the House at that time was, and I think the 
justice of all this question is, that all of the claimants for any portion 
of this property should be allowed to go into the Court of Claims and 


mi 


let their claims for this money or any portion of it, which the Supreme | 


Court of the United States have held belongs to these people and not 
to the Government, be adjudicated and settled forever. Now, I am 


willing, so far as I am concerned, and so far as this case is involved, 
to concede that this man hasaclaim. I donot know anything of the 
cas 1d will not deny that he has aclaim; but I do not think we 


ought to consent to suffer one individual to go in and have considera- 
tion and the other side to be kept out if there is merit. It is not fair 
play. Itis not the proper way to deal with such a question. If any 
of them are entitled to any portion of this property, then all persons 
uncer like circumstances are entitled to some proportion of it, and 
should be entitled to have their share of it. I think in all such cases 
we ought to pursue that policy, and not be diverted from it in the con- 


sidcration of an individual case. 

Mr. OATES. ‘That is the principle on which Noble’s claim was de- | 
feated. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I have just stated. Ont of personal 


friendship and committee associations I reluctantly yielded to my 


friend trom Alabama, who was interested in that case, and made no | 


minority report; but my judgment is that the proper way to deal with 
the «uestion is to pass a bill for the purpose of letting these people all 
go into the Court of Claims, and there let the matter be adjudicated 
between them and a distribution made of the funds. 

And there is a matter about this bill which does not obtain in refer- 
ence to others, and that is that there is a statute of the United States, 
founded in a wise publie policy, which is directly in the teeth of this 
bill. That statute prohibits anybody from bringing a claim against 
the (;overnment where he obtains it as assignee. In other words, only 
original claimants shall be permitted to make claims against the Gov- 
ernment. 

I trust my friend from Iowa, who is a good lawyer, will understand 
the motives which prompt my action in this matter. I never object 
in such cases unless there is a principle involved which I think suffi- 
ciently important to invite attention to the case itself, and I regard 
this as a question of that character. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In addition to what my friend from Arkansas 
has said, there is a general bill now on the Calendar providing for the 
very object the gentleman has in view; that is, the removal of the bar 
of the statute of limitation—two reports, one from the Committee on 
War Claims and one from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. LYMAN. I will support the general bill when it is presented. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We have never had an opportunity to bring 
it up. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the bill be considered? 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that more than 
a sufiicient number had objected,.and consideration was refused. 

MELCHISEDEC ROBINSON. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 10099) for the 
relief of Melchisedee Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, ete., That the claim of Melchisedee Robinson, of Benton County, 
Mississippi, for quartermaster stores and commissary supplies taken by or fur- 
nished the United States Army during the war for the su ion of the re- 
bellion, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, with all the 
vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertaining thereto, and the same shal! 
there be proceeded in, under the rules and practice of said court, upon the said 
prools, vouchers,and documents and such other testimony as may be intro- 
duced by cither party, and when the facts shall have been found both as to the 
loyalty of the said Melchisedee Robinson when this claim originated and there- 
after to the close of the war,and the merits of his said claim,the court shall 
thereupon report to Congress the facts as established by the evidence, with its 
opinion as to the compensation or relief,if any, which should be allowed the 
said claimant. 





That claim after a full and exhaustive discussion in | 
1! committee of the House was defeated on the call for a quorum, | 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
| bill? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Hou 
| mendation that it do pass. 
| 
| 


Is there objection to the consideration of the 


3¢ With the recom- 


JAMES IREDELL MEARES. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. Iask consideration of the bill 
the relief of James Iredell Meares, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to James Iredell Meares, deputy collector of customs at Wilming- 
| ton, N.C., the sum of $612, this being the amount of money stolen from the safe 

of the collector at Wilmington, N. C., and paid by the said James Iredell Meares. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


Mr. OATES. 


(H. R. 5480) for 


| I did not hear the amount of money involved. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Six hundred and twelve dollars. 
| 


Mr. OATES. I would like to hear the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Simmons) was read, as follows: 


_The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 5480, having con- 
sidered the same, submit the following report : 

The claimant in this bill, James Iredell Meares, was in 1885, and is now, special 
deputy of customs at Wilmington, N.C. On Saturday night, the 2lst of Novem- 
ber, 1885, or Sunday night, the 22d of November, same year, the building in 
| which the collector of customs for that’collection district had his office was en- 
tered by burglars and the combination safe, in which the moneys and records of 
said office was kept, was broken open (the said Meares being the cashier of said 
oflice, and having the custody of said moneys and records), and the sum of $612 
of the money belonging to said office was taken therefrom. 

Mr. Meares is shown to be an honest man, a most excellent and faithful officer, 
and the affidavits make it clear that the burglary was not the resultof any neg- 
ligence or fault of his. 

He not only immediately made the money thus taken good to the Govern- 
ment, but without waiting the action of the Department, employed R, J. South- 
all, chief of the detective system of the Atlantic coast line system of railroads, 
to ferret out and bring to punishment the criminals, who for three months 
worked at great expense to Mr. Meares trying to find a clue tothe mystery, but 
without results. 

Every fact necessary to bring this claim within the line of precedents is clearly 
made out by the affidavits of a number of creditable witnesses, and your com- 
mittee, without any hesitation, recommend thatthe claimant be indemnified, as 
provided in the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
| mendation that it do pass. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


MONUMENT AT FREDERICK, MD. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 
73) providing for the erection of a monument at Frederick, Md., over 
the grave of Francis Scott Key, the author of ‘‘ The Star-Spangled Ban- 
ner.”’ 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


} 

| 

| 

| 

| Resolved, etc., That the sum of $10,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of erect- 
ing a monument over the grave of Francis Scott Key, the author of ** The Star- 
Spangled Banner,’ at Frederick, Md., which said sum shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, who shall have the management and con- 
trol of the selection of and the erection of said monument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the resolution is on 
the Union Calendar and not on the Private Calendar. 
fore not be in order, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I ask unanimous consent for its considera- 
tion, as it is for a small amount of money and for a monument over a 
grave which is not in a public place. 

Mr. ROGERS. This is a special order under which we are proceed- 
ing, and I do not think, where unanimous consent is given to consider 
a special order, that the committee at a subsequent hour of the day 
should change that order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken; and, objection being 
made, the joint resolution is not in order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I withdraw it, and I ask consideration of 
the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk instead. 
There was no objection. 


It would there- 


I. L. CAIN. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (S. 97) for the relief of I. L. Cain, and others. 


The bill was read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. OATES. The price fixed on the cotton mentioned in the bill is 
entirely too high. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I offered this bill at the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be considered ? 
The Clerk read amendments that are not before the committee. The 
wrong bill was sent up by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCo- 
MAS], and the bill which he desires to call up is a Senate bill which 
has not been read to the committee. The bill as it comes from the 
Senate has no amendments. The question is, Shall the bill be consid- 
ered? Is there objection? [After a count.] More than a sufficient 
number of gentlemen have arisen to object to the consideration of the 
bill. 
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Mr. BUTLER. If the r t be read I believe there w ye no ob- 
jection to the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘ihe Clerk will read the rep if the g ( 
from ‘Tennessee so desires. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, the question has been submitted 
as to whether or not the bill shall be taken up, and the requisite 1 
ber having signified their objection, I do not think we ght to con 
sume any more time with this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is probably at fault in the matte: 
The gentleman from Tennessee asked to have the report d, and I 
think in justice to him that it should be done. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will not in- 


sist on the reading of the report. <A sufficient number 

their objection to prevent the bill being considered, and it will but: 

tard the consideration of other bills to have the report read. 
Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe gentleman from Texas will remember, 

up that Senate bill, and on his suggestion I withdrew it with 

derstanding that I mig bring it up in the 

I refrained trom doi: 


1 


ht at any other time 


il 


y so, and the gentleman from Maryland not 


to) 








ing anything to call up he calledit upforme. We have passed a simi- 
lar bill for $98,000 in favor of Mr. Dickinson. These are small claims. 
It has been reported on favorably by theSenate and by the House Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. LANHAM. What I said was in the interest of « ymy of 
time, because a sufiicient number of gentlemen have indicated their 
intention to object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the report was read I do not think any gen n 
would object. 

The Chair does not feel that a vote has been 


The CHAIRMAN. 
taken upon the question, as the Chair was in error. 


fir. BUTLER. I do not want to do anything that looks lik 
nrean or contrary, as that does not belong to my dis} yn. 

Mr. SENEY. Regular order. 

Mr. BUTLER. All right. They are all I 
the beneficiaries in that bill. 

Che question was put as to whether the bill shou l 








and the Chairman announced that eight gentlemen had 
than a suflicient number, and under the rule the bill ld: i 
sidered. 
WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN 
Mr. MCKENNA. TIeall up the bill (H. R. 661) for the relief of 
Wi 1 R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of Califor: 
, bill was read, as follows: 
enact hat the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 


di » pay to William R. Wheaton, ex-register, and to Charles H. Cham be 
lain, ex iver ofthe land office at San Francisco, Cal., jointly, out of any mor 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,800, being a portion 




















of the amount deposited in the Treasury of the United States by them as fees 
for testimony which was taken by clerks whose compensation was paid fro 
the private funds of said ex-register and said ex-receiver. 
the CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the present nside1 } 
of this bill? 
Mr. KILGORE. I ask to have the report read. 
ir. MCKENNA. If the gentleman from Texas will give me his at- 


long, be 


I think I 


ention for a minute, I will state that the report is quite 
it sets forth not merely the the evidence, 
explain the case very briefly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to say to the gentleman from California 
that the fact that the report is very long is a suspici c 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. McKENNA. Oh,no. It onlyshows the industry of the mem- 
ber who wrote it, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. SHAw]. But 
the facts of the case are these: Mr. Chamberlain and Mr. Wheaton were 
respectively register and receiver of the land office in San Franci 
Under a practice that obtained in the office the fees collected for taking 
testimony were allowed to be retained by the register and the receiver. 
The Department, however, ruled that the officers could not be allowed, 
as a matter of law, to retain the fees, and required them to deposit the 
amount of those fees in the subtreasury in the city of San Francisco, 
which they did. The amount deposited was about $5,000, somewhat 
more than the sum mentioned in the bill. Afterwards a salary of $100 
a month was allowed to the register and the receiver for doing the very 
work for which they had charged fees, and this bill is to give them the 
money which they paid out for clerk-hire. That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Only two members objected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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MILES F. WEST. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
of Miles F. West. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized to pay $74 to Miles F. West, of Macon County, Tennessee, out of 
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designated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that will be assented 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent ! 
withdraw his objection ? 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow us to 

Mr. FULLER. Ido not think that bill shou 
Friday, private bill day. 

Mr. DUNN. I will agree that the bill, after it I 
Ilouse, shall be considered there on any day née ! 
designated. 

Mr. FULLER. That isa bill which sh ‘ 

| section by section, and I must object to its | ta up t 
| Mr. DUNN. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. Can we1 
to the bill now unless there are five objector 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The Chairthinks not, the bill having be 
and objected to. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, the sit 
I understand it: I had aright to cal! ) : 
reached, and I called up this bill, } itlex ‘ ted 


had to be withdrawn. Now, have I nota tto 
in place of that? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman Id ha had 
fore his name pass l, but 1 t 
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right now. 
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MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARA 


Mr. McRAE, Icall up the bill (S. 1305) to in 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


Mr. LANHAM. I ask that the reading of the bill be dispensed with 
at this time, as it has heretofore been read. 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, t] ] ft 
will be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill b ed? 
Mr. MORGAN. What is the proposition of t { i 


Arkansas with reference to discussion ? 
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The CHAIRMAN. There is no proposition at all. 

The question being put upon considering the bill, only one member 
objected. 

So the Committee of the Whole proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. DUNN. Iyield tothe gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ] 
to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 5 add the following: 

* And nothing in this act shall be held or construed to in any manner involve 
the United States in any pecuniary obligations whatever, other than in respect 
to the payment of tolls, as provided for in this act.”’ 

Mr. DUNN. I hope this amendment, which is a cautionary matter, 
will be agreed to. 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PHELAN. 1 offer the amendments which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the preamble the following: 

‘And whereas the interests of the United States of America and of the North 
and South American Governments render it necessary that said ship-canal 
should be ender the control and guaranty of the United States Government ; 

“And whereas the said canal when constructed will form a part of the coast- 
line which the United States would be compelled to defend in case of war.” 

Also insert, after section 4 of the bill, the following: 

. 5. That the canal to be constructed under this act shall be under the con- 
trol and protection of the United States, in order that the representatives of all 
the North and South American peoples may be guarded against any infringe- 
mentor aggression on the part of foreign nations. 

‘Sec. 6. That tollsshall be equal upon the same class of tonnage for the vessels 
of all nations, except as provided in Article LIV of the concession and decrees 
of the Republic of Nicaragua to the Nicaragua Canal Association of New York. 

‘sro. 7, The United States Government binds itself to protect all the rights of 
the citizens acquired under said concession and decrees, and guaranties the neu- 
trality of the said canal and its operation under the terms of said concession and 
decrees, subject to the consent and approval by treaty or otherwise of the coun- 
tries through which the said canal may be constructed.”’ 


Mr. DUNN. I hope these amendments will be agreed to. 
are acceptable to the friends of this measure and to the country. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish toinquire of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
CULBERSON ], who introduced the first amendment, whether this last 
proposition does not to some extent neutralize the other. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think so. 

Mr. PHELAN. If the gentleman will allow me to answer that ques- 
tion, I will tell him that in no respect whatsoever 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PHELAN] commences his statement, I desire to inquire where this 
amendment is expected to come in. 

Mr. PHELAN. Oneamendmentis an addition to the preamble; the 
other proposes to insert three new sections as sections 5, 6, and 7, the 
numbering of the other sections of the bill being changed in accordance 
with this amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN] whether his amendment conforms to the 
concessions and guaranties of the Nicaraguan Government in connec- 
tion with the company seeking this charter? 

Mr. PHELAN. I do not wish to bring up any question which might 
precipitate a discussion of our whole foreign relations in connection 
with the Nicaragua Canal; but I will say to the gentleman that the 
amendment I have drawn and submitted was prepared in careful con- 
formity to the utterances of the State Department upon this subject 
from the time of the Presidency of General Grant to the present Admin- 
istration. My object is to protect the United States in connection with 
this enterprise. Under this amendment the Government of the United 
States could not possibly be involved by the assumption of any finan- 
cial obligation. ‘The amendment is drawn for the purpose of enunciat- 
ing clearly and distinctly in the terms of this bill the course which we 
propose to pursue if any discussion should arise in reference to that 
canal in the future. In other words, the amendment is drawn for the 
purpose of carrying out our construction of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
and for the purpose of emphasizing the fact that we repudiate the En- 
giish construction. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I am perfectly satisfied with the gentleman’s 
explanation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
ment read again. 

The Clerk again read Mr. PHELAN’s amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment changes 
the whole character of the bill. I have not had an opportunity to in- 
vestigate this matter thoroughly; but my understanding has been all 
the while that the gentlemen who have petitioned Congress for the pas- 
sage of this bill desired simply an act of incorporation. Further than 
that they have not asked and did not expect the Government togo. The 
bill as passed by the Senate and as now presented to the House, with 
the amendment I have offered, cuts the Government off from any con- 
nection whatever with this canal. But if the amendment pro by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN] should be adopted, 
our Government will be obliged to keep a standing army in that por- 
tion of the continent to protect the rights of this corporation. By the 
terms of the amendment the Government is bound to protect the inter- 
ests of all persons concerned in the corporation. If this property should 
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be destroyed by a foreign enemy or by any other means, our Govern- 
ment by this proposition binds itself to make good to these incorpora- 
tors the amount of their loss. 

Another thing. As I understand the reading of the amendment, and 
I have only heard it read at the Clerk’s desk, the Government binds 
itself to secure to these incorporators their rights inany cession the Gov- 
ernment of Costa Rica may grant. Now, I think if the amendment is 
adopted it becomes a Government project, and the Government will have 
to send a part of its army there to take care of it and to protect the 
rights of the people who desire to pass through it, and to protect the 
rights of property of these people. 

It is an extraordinary demand to make on the Government of the 
United States, in the first place, to create a corporation outside of the 
limits of the United States, and, in the second place, it is a more ex- 
traordinary demand to bind the Government to protect the rights of 
those people in their property in that country, as must be done if that 
amendment be adopted. 

Mr. PHELAN. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me a mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. PHELAN. I would like to answer the statement made by the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. How long? 

Mr. PHELAN. Five minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield to the gentleman for that time. 

Mr. JACKSON. Is it still open to a point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas labors 
under a radical misapprehension of the terms of the amendment I have 
offered. If it purported what he seems to think it does, I would be of 
the members of this House the last to offer it and the very last to allow 
it to pass through this House without serious and earnest protest. 

My amendment was drawn expressly for the purpose of preventing 
the very result which the gentleman from Texas is apprehensive may 
ensue. 

The amendment has been drawn, as I have already said, in careful 
conformity with the utterances of the State Department from General 
Grant’s administration down to the present time. The rights we have 
in the premises and the duties imposed in connection with this canal 
are not dependent on the grant of any particular charter; that is, we 
have those rights and we are compelled necessarily to protect them, it 
matters not whether this or some other company undertakes to con- 
struct this canal. 

1 offered the amendment for the purpose of serving notice on the in- 
vestors of the world what our relations to that project were independ- 
ent of the fact we granted that charter. 

I wiil not enter into a discussion of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, but 
content myself with saying that there are two radically different and 
opposite constructions of it, one held by the diplomats of England and 
the other held by Mr. Blaine and every Secretary of State of the 
United States since. 

My amendment was drawn in conformity with the utterances of our 
foreign policy on that subject, and not for the purpose of granting 
these incorporators any greater rights than they would have without 
it. On the contrary, the privileges they will have will be the same 
without as with the amendment. 

The gentleman from Texas, therefore, is laboring under a misappre- 
hension, and a serious misapprehension, in regard to the effect of the 
amendment. It was not drawn hastily, but after careful consideration 
of the subject, and with strict reference to the views of those who favor 
the United States side of the question. There is nothing binding us 
in any contingency to assume any financial responsibility in the mat- 
ter. The grant to these corporators is no greater in the way of pro- 
tection than the United States grants to any one of its citizens, no mat- 
ter where he may be. It is to serve notice to the outside world of what 
our position is. 

I have not time, and will not trespass upon the patience of the House, 
to enter upon any extended discussion with the gentleman from Texas, 
who is, as I have shown, laboring under misapprehension as to the ef- 
fect of the amendment I have offered. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that sections 5 and 7 of 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee are obnox- 
ious to the objections I have suggested. The fifth section is simply the 
announcement of the Monroe doctrine in substance, that is to say that 
the Government of the United States grants and extends to this cor- 
poration a distinct announcement that it is bound to protect and de- 
fend the rights of the corporation against encroachments or infringe- 
ments or aggressions on the part of any foreign country. In other 
words, the Government of the United States undertakes to protect 
North and South American people against any aggressions or infringe- 
ments from foreign nations. That is the Monroe doctrine, as I under- 
stand it. That is to say, I understand the Monroe doctrine to be this 
in substance: that the Government of the United States would hesi- 
tate before permitting a foreign country or any foreign country to take 
possession of this canal and dominate these Central American Republics 
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But now we are asked to agree to bind ourselves by this amendment 
in advance of any effort on the part of any foreign cou 


session of the canal. We agree, if we adopt this amendment, to pro 


ry to take p 


tect the North and South American people, all of them, against inva 
sions or aggressions from foreign nations. That is the substance ot 
The seventh section of the proposed amendment vides that the 
United States Government binds itself to protect all the hts of the 
citizens acquired under said concessions and decrees. I have not had an 
opportunity to investigate this subject fully, but I understand that 


this Government has made certain concessions to thi Th 
are, as I understand it, concessions of rights of. way or lands. or some 
franchises in connection with the projected canal. But the Govern- 
ment of the United States binds itself by this amendment to protect all 
of the rights of citizens acquired under these concessi and decrees; 
and further guaranties the neutrality of said canal an 
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under the terms of the said concessions and decrees, subject to the con- | 
sent and approval by treaty or otherwise of the countries through which | 


the canal may be constructed. is to form 
link of the chain of our national coas 

And whereas the said canal when constructed will form a part 
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The proposition is, therefore, if this amendment is adopted and if 


the bill is passed with that amendment embodied in it, to give noti 


to the whole world that the Government of the United States under- | 


takes in advance to defend the interest of the incorporaticn in case o! 
war against all aggressions. We makeit an American institution. We 
plant an American institution in this foreign country and give notice 
that we will protect the interest of every man who acquires any title 
to the project under the decrees and concessions of this foreign govern- 
ment, and will defend such interests against aggression in time of war. 

I repeat, therefore, sir, that I think these amendments change en- 
tirely the whole scope, object, and intent of the original bill. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER] such time 
as he may desire. 

Mr. PHELAN, Will the gentleman, before he proceeds, 
minute? 

Mr. FULLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PHELAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Texas that I 
am entirely willing to accept any amendment which he may propose 
to the amendment I have suggested which will ingraft upon this bill 
a full enunciation of the Monroe doctrine. If the amendment I have 
drawn does not cover it, if the amendment is inartistically drawn, or 
is indefinite in any of its terms, I am perfectly willing and anxious to 
accept any suggestion in the way of an amendment that he may offer 
to make it clear and emphatic in that respect. The gentleman has un 
fortunately for myself and my position confused the relations we pro- 
pose to occupy to the citizens who undertake this enterprise as Ameri- 
can citizens and those which we propose to occupy towards the general 
enterprise itself. It would apply to the construction as well by Ger- 
man, French, or English capital. My object was to ingraft upon the 
bill the announcement of the Monroe doctrine. If I have not done so 
in the amendment, or if I have gone beyond that, I am willing to ac- 
cept any amendment the gentleman may designate which will restrict 
it clearly to the limits designed to be covered by the amendment or 
will enlarge it to meet that point. 
view in preparing the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think it is at all necessary for us to re- 
affirm the Monroe doctrine. 
relations to that doctrine, and we can add no strength to our position 
by a reaffirmation here in this bill. 

I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. PHELAN. But that doctrine is denied by England. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thatis very true; but we are not bound by that 
denial, 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, this debate so far as it has proceeded 
satisfies me that I was correct in the position I took when I objected to 
the consideration of the bill at this time. I want to say that I am in 
favor of the building of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
with the Pacific; but this is the most gigantic legislation that has been 
before Congress for many years. 

For the first time in the history of this country the United States 
Government proposes to charter a company to do business on foreign 
soil. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; not the first time by any means. 

Mr. FULLER. I think that this bill is of such importance that it 
should not be considered on Friday, when it is expected that only the 
ordinary private bills will be considered, and especially is it objection- 
able at a time when there are but about sixty members present on the 
floor. 

I have not had an opportunity to examine the bill in all of its de- 
tails, but I am satisfied from the cursory examination I have given to it 
that it is not surrounded by the proper guards; that it bas not even the 
safeguards surrounding it that would surround an irrigating-ditch com- 
pany in the State of Kansas or any mining corporation in the State of 
Colorado. 

I say that this bill should be considered when there is a quorum 
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Commerce, gives another. It is alre t v div 
ion of opinion as to the legal questi é shou 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary jnestions for con- 
sideration and report. 

Mr. DUNN. But the gentleman from Texas { Mr. CuLBERSON] has 
no trouble in reaching conclusions on which he will be satisfied. 
How much time does the gentleman from Iowa desire to satisfy him- 
self? Will he agree to a day in the future? 

Mr. FULLER I certainly wv 

Mr. DUNN. Will you name it now ? 

Mr. FULLER. I will name it. 

Mr. DUNN. Name the day when you allow the bill to be con 
sidered. 

Mr. FULLER. I will be in favor of taking this bill up for dis 
sion the second week of the next session. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, well, if the gentleman desires to be captious fi 
can. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsyly nia. [ desire to say to the gentleman 
from lowa | Mr. FULLER] that this bill has been investigated thor- 
oughly by the Committee on Commerce of this House; it has been be- 


fore that committee a long while and carefully considered; and I will 
say to him that there are gentlemen on that committee who are very 
able lawyers—the chairman, the present acting chairman of the com- 
mittee, and several others—who certainly have looked into this bill 
and its provisions in every point of view, and would not undertake to 
present to the House a bill unless it was correctly guarded. ‘The giv- 
ing of corporate powers by Congress is no new thing. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I am entitled to the floor; and 
I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[ Mr. O’ NEILL | a ques- 
tion. Did not the Committee on Commerce report adversely on this 
proposition offered by the gentleman from Tennessee {[ Mr. Pu rLAn } ? 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I understand that this amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee has been acted upon by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and that the comimittee refused to report it favorably 


to the House. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. This bill has been 
ably from the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Without this amendment ? 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The ame 


reported favor 


ndments of the gentleman 


from Tennessee | Mr. PHELAN] are those of his own suggestion Mr. 
Chairman, I think this bill should be allowed to pass 
Mr. PHELAN. I beg the indulgence of the House for just three 


minutes. At the end of my remarks I will withdraw the amendment 
which has raised the objection of the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reques the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN] to be allowed three minutes in 
which to make a statement? The Chair hears none 

Mr. PHELAN. So far as the question of 
cerned, the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
have already passed upon that subject. Wi 
in the Committee on Commerce it was considered in full committee at 
three or four different meetings. It was considered carefully and at 
length. The amendments I offered were not amendments which were 
antagonized by any member of the Committee on Commerce except 
upon the proposition that this was a private charter, and it was inex- 
pedient to ingraft upon a private charter any expression of our foreign 
policy. 

Not for the purpose of defeating this bill, but in earnest protest against 
the proposed action, I offered this amendment. in accordance 
with the manifest desire of the House, and with no view of applying 
that rule by which its passage may be obstructed, and having no desire 
to thrust my single individuality before the House and utilize the brute 
strength the rules of this House give for the purpose of enforcing my 
peculiar ideas or requiring a quorum to be present, I feel compelled to 
agree that a vote of the House shall be taken upon the bill without my 
amendment, and I withdraw my amendment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The question was put as to ordering the bill to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FULLER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 6. 

Mr. FULLER. No quorum. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee donow rise, 
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Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
AN. The gentleman will state it. 
BAYNE. Is not this question still pending ? 
CHAIRMAN. The question is pending as unfinished business 
» motion of Mr. LANHAM was agreed to. 
he committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having tal 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that t 
Committee of the Whole had had under consideration the Private Ca 
endar, and had directed him to report to the House sundry bills with 
various recommendations, 
WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. BURNES. Mr.Speaker, Ioffer the concurrent resolution which 
I end to the desk. 
‘The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate co rring), That all work 
heretofore performed upon the Washington aqueduct tunnel, together with the 
provisions of any contract made for the same or any portion thereof, and all the 


facts and circumstances connected with the bidding for and letting and making 
of said contracts, and a!l expenditures of moneys heretofore appropriated for 


said work, together with the extent of any force employed in said work by the | 


Government, the nature of the same and the compensation therefor, shall forth- 
with be fully investigated by a joint select committee of six members, of whom 
thre hall be members of the Senate, to be appointed by the President of the 
si t 1 thi 1all be members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker. Said committee shall have authority to employ aclerk, 
a stenographer, and such experts as it may deem necessary for the investiga- 
tio it may sit during the sessions of Congress or in recess, and shall have 
full power, either in full committee orin subcommittee, to administer oaths and 
send for persons and papers, and to conduct its investigation either in, Wash- 
ington or in such places as may be deemed necessary, and shall make full re- 
port of its proceedings and the conclusions arrived at, with such recommenda- 
ticns as it may deem proper to Congress on or before January 1, 1889. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Idesire to reserve the right to object until I learn 


why that matter is brought here in this form when it is now pending 


in conference. 

Mr. BURNES. The lawyersof the Senateand the great lawyersof the 
Senate have suggested, with a good deal of force, that perhaps we have 
not the right or the power under our system of legislation to raise this 
joint committee in an appropriation bill. Therefore, in order to pre- 
pare the appropriation bill properly, it is necessary to get this first out 
of the way. We introduce this resolution, therefore, and appropriate 
the money necessary to conduct the investigation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That explanation is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman being satisfied, I now move the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on | 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of | 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally ordered to 


be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were | 


accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 5043) for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen; 

A bill (H. R. 11165) for the relief of John Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of the National Bank of New Or- 
leans, formerly Louisiana State Bank; 

A bill (H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine; 

A bili (H. BR. 5480) for the relief of James Iredell Meares; and 

A bill (H. R. 10099) for the relief of Melchisedec Robinson. 

Amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole to House 
bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 
passe d: 

A bill (H. R. 7151) for the relief of A. N. Kimball and sureties; 

A bill (H. R. 338) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of J. George Ruckstuhl; 

A bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; and 

A bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief of Miles F, West. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, were severally ordered to a third reading, and were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 741) for the relief of William Tabb; and 

A bill (S. 1671) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky. 

WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND C. H. CHAMBERLAIN, 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 661) re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamber- 
lain, of California. 

Mr. McKENNA. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Claims be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 


| these bills reported from the Committee of the 
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664, and that it he substituted for this House bill, with which it is 
identical. 

The SP] ER pore. If there be no objection, the House will 
proceed to t cou ration of Senate bill No. 664, in lieu of House bill 


| No. 661, the 1 sills being, as stated by the gentleman from Califor- 


nia [Mr. MCKENNA], identical in their provisions. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 664) for the relief of William 
Rt. Wheatoa and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California, was taken up, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

House bill No. 661 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to reconsider the several votes by whi 

he Whole House on the 
Private Calendar have been passed; and also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH FENNO, 

Mr. ROGERS. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera 
tion of the bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Fenno 
deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Joseph Fenno, d« 
ceased, late of Little Rock, Ark., out of any money in the Treasury not other- 


wise appropriated, the sum of $580, for rent of buildings owned by him in Littl 
Rock, Ark., which were occupied by the military authorities of the United 
States, under contract, from July 1, 1864, to January 30, 1865, and for which 
vouchers were given said Busby by said authorities. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 

z } ] 
the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. By aclerical or typographical error the word ‘‘ Bus- 
by’’ appears in the last line of the bill instead of ‘‘Fenno.’’ I move 
to amend by striking out ‘‘ Busby’ and inserting ‘‘ Fenno.’’ 

“ 5 . =] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. M. HOGAN, 


Mr. MORROW. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 


| ation of the biil (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


| thorized and directed to pay the claim of J. M. Hogan, of Stockton, in the State 


of California, for loss of property in consequence of depredations committed by 
Snake or Shoshone Indians in the year 1861, while en route through the Terri- 
tory of Utah to the State of California; and that the sum of $6,600 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated to pay the said claim of the said J. M. Hogan, said 
claim having been fully examined into by the Indian Bureau of the Interior 
Department, under rules and regulations promulgated by the Commissioner ot 


| Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the Interior, with the recommendation for an 


allowance in the amount hereby appropriated, said claim having been duiy re- 
ported to Congress, in pursuance to law, by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think, perhaps, the report in this case ought to 
be read. Iam inclined to object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks that 
the report be read, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. MORROW. This claim was investigated carefully by the In- 
dian Bureau, and was reported by the Interior Department to Congress 
for allowance. It has already been once passed by this House unan- 
imously; but unfortunately it did not pass in the Senate. 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill calls fora considerable amount of money. 

Mr. MORROW. The money does not come out of the Treasury— 
not a dollar of it. 

Mr. KILGORE. How is the claim to be paid? 

Mr. MORROW. It is to be paid out of the funds of the Indians, 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I do not care much about it. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. SOWDEN said: I move that the House now take a recess. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the passage of the bill, it was passed. 

Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES SIMS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R, 9297) for the relief of James Sims. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,338, to be paid to 
James Sims, of Marshall County, in the State of Mississippi, for quartermaster 
and commissary stores furnished by him to the Army of the United States in 
the years A. D. 1862 and 1863. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the report be read. 
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Volunteers. 

further consideration, and pass the bill. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


2025) to place William J. Sowell on the rolls of the Arkansas 
I ask to discharge the Committee of the Whole from its 
It does not appropriate a dollar. 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed t 
place the name of William J. Sowell on the rollsof Capt. Thomas J. Williams's 
company (B), First Arkansas (six months’) Infantry Volunteers, as having en- 
listed June, 1362, and to enter him as having died in service on the 7th day o 
October, 1462; and all pay, bounty, and pension due under any laws of the 
United States on account of his services and death shall be paid to the partie 
thereto entitled 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en 
grossed, and read the third time; and being engrossed, it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved toreconsider the vote by which the bil! was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived 
tempore declared the House in recess under its previous order until 8 
o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J.. Foster, widow of Mil- 


| ton 8. Foster, late a private in Company A, Fifth Regiment Kansas Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
red the bill 


Ss 3030) 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was refer 


| granting a pension to Mary J. Foster, submit the following report: 


Theclaimant in this case is the widow of Milton 8. Foster, of Company A, Fifth 


| Kansas Cavalry, who enlisted August 4, 1861,and was discharged April 20, 1865. 


in her declaration for pension she declares that her husband contracted catarrh 
in the service and died therefrom December 16, 1872. The case was rejected on 
the ground that the soldier's fatal disease was consumption, and it was not 
proven to have been due to his military service. The prisoner of war records 
show that he was captured at Marks Mills, April 26, 1864, and released at Red 
River Landing, February 26,1865. The assistant surgeon-general United States 
Army reports that no hospital records of the Fifth Kansas Cavalry were ever on 
file in this office, so the claimant is unable to show by the hospital records the 


| inecurrence of the disease in the service. 


| enlistment, and that the exposure and hardships of his prison | 


A. Thomas testifies that Foster was a strong, healthy man at the time of his 
fe were the main 


cause of his injury, which afterwards resulted in his death ; that he knew him 


| after the war, and that his constitution was completely broken down. 


the Speaker pro | 


The recess having expired, the House at § o’clock p. m. was called | 


to order by Mr, MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, October 5, 1888, 

DEAR Sie: Il hereby designate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, to pre- 
side as Speaker pro tempore at the session of the House this evening. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE. 

Ilion. Joun B. CLARK, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Some few weeks ago the Senate bill 3018, granting a pension 
to John N. Bovee, passed the committee and was reported to the House, 
the question being upon its third reading. 1 wish toask if it is proper 
to call that bill up now, or if it can be called up the first bill after the 
committee shall rise to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa that in the regular order this bill will be reached first when 
the committee rises to-night. 

Mr. LYMAN. ‘That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. YODER. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole to consider bills on the Private Calendar, under the spe- 
cial order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BACON in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent that the same order 
of business be pursued to-night as on last Friday; that is, that the 
roll be called and each member be allowed to call up a bill as his name 
is reached. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ELLEN WHITE DOWLING. 

Mr. FULLER. I call up the bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to 
Ellen White Dowling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen White Dowling, a volunteer 
nurse in the Army during the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $25 
a month, during life, from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1481) 
granting a pension to Elen White Dowling, submit the following report: 

The papers submitted to your committee in this case fully substantiate the 
statements made in the reportof the Committee on Pensions in the Senate. and 
their report is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended, with an 
amendment striking out the worJs ‘“twenty-five’’ and inserting “twelve.” 

[Senate Report No. 1066, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 

The applicant is one of the army of noble and patriotic women who rendered 
such valiahle service in caring for the sick and dying soldiers of the late war. 
She entered the Massachusetts General Hospital to prepare for field service, and 
while there cared for many wounded soldiers sent home from the first battle of 
Bull Run. She left this hospital intending to go to the field, when ske was in- 
stated in the Armory Square Hospital as first volunteer nurse. Here she served 
faithfully until May, 1863, acting not only in the capacity of nurse, but as sur- 
geon's assistant during painful operations, when her delicate woman's nature 
was subjected to the severest nervous strains. Hersystem has never recovered 
from the fatigues and shocks of this service, and the committee, after a careful 
review of the evidence, are convinced that she is entitled to national recogni- 
tion, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY J. FOSTER. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I call up the bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Ronny 
theorized and directed to place upon t 


of the Interior be, and he is nan. au- 


© pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


Other witnesses testify to his robust health at the time of his enlistment, and 
that he was broken down in health at the time of his discharge. 

The evidence submitted to your committee seems to establish the fact at the 
time of his discharge from the service that he was suffering from catarrh in the 
head, which gradually increased until the bones of his face began to decay, and 
until, as one witness testifies, it seemed as if the whole inside of his head was 
rotten. 

His death was caused by consumption, which your committee are satisfied 
was the natural sequence of the diseased condition of his head, and they there- 


| fore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would suggest to the House that the call of the 
roll be dispensed with, and that when an initial is announced gentle- 
men may rise and ask for the consideration of a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not dispense with the order 
of the House, which requires the call of the roll. 

MARY ANN SHOOK. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I call up for consideration the 


| bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Mary Ann Shook, widow of Joseph 
G. W. Shook, late a private in the company of Daniel Hake in the war of 1812, 
and to pay her a pension from and after the passage of this act, 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill which the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JoHNsTON] has sent up hasan amendment written in it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Itis merely amisprint. The 
name in the bill should be ‘‘ Daniel Hoke,’’ instead of which it 
printed ‘‘Hake.’’ I offer that amendment. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2702) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Shook, bave considered the same and report as fol- 


is 


| lows: 


The claimant is the widow of Joseph George Shook, who she declares was a 
soldier for the period often weeks during the war of 1812, under Captain Hoke, 
of the North Carolina Infantry, and was discharged about March 25, 1815. 

Her claim has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that there 
is no evidence in the Third Auditor's office, Treasury Department, that her hus- 


| band was ever in the military service. 


The following certificate from the records on file with the State officers of 
North Carolina shows that a service was rendered in the company alleged: 


‘*NortTH CAROLINA, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 
** Raleigh, January 5, 1885. 


“This is to certify that upon the original manuscript muster-rolls of the war 


| of 1812, of the North Carolina troops mustered into the service of the United 


States, appears the name of George Shook, as a private in the company com- 
manded by Capt. Daniel Hoke, of Lincoln County. That company was of the 
Seventh Regiment, of which Andrew Irwin was lieutenant-colonel command- 
ant. 

“FRED. A. OLDS, Clerk in Charge of Records.” 

A further statement from Mr. O!ds is to the effect— 

“That Lieutenant-Colonel Irwin’s regiment was ordered to rendezvous at 
Wadesborough, Anson County, March 1, 1815, a requisition having been made 
by Maj. Gen. Thomas Pinckney for one regiment to march to the defense of the 
southern frontier of the sixth military district of the United States. Our records 
were in part destroyed in 1868, and so I can not give the dates of muster in and 
muster out.” 

The claimant is ninety-two years of age. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the records on file in the archives of 
the State should be accepted as sufficient to establish the fact of the service of 
the claimant’s husband. They recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, 

ABBIE L. HAM. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was detained this evening and my name was 
called when I was absent. I ask unanimous consent that I may call 
up a bill at this time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 3197) grant- 
ing a pension to Abbie L. Ham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
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ing effects of malarial infection led to the development of ca \ i d }| mined that he w ot that condition it it was s 1 by that « 
then to the cerebral affection which resulted as described This theory s } that he had another wound 1 the remaining hand z 
more probable, since,as it is alleged, he was in a sound physical « lition at | that he nearly a; aches the condition of helplessnes 
the time of his enlistment. This wound of left hand was received in battle at the same t 
Dr. Horr knew the soldier since 1870. He belonged to a large family, who | right arm was received, and for ie two disabilities it is the juds 
were vigorous and healthy, and was considered to have inherited orous | committee that he should receive a pension of $45 per n tl and 
constitution. During the last few years of his life he appeared to be in | fore ask that said bill do 8, with the following iendments 
health and growing old prematurely. Deponent first visited him professionally In line 4, strike out the w place the name” and insert ins 
January 8, 1882,in consultation with Dr. Donovan. He was partially conscious, | “increase the pension,’ and > out all after the w i ‘‘ regime ‘ 
one-half of his body paralyzed, valvular murmurs were heard, and some irr and add these words Ind to $45 per m« i 
wlarity of the heart was noted. The case was diagnosed as one of cerebral hem- | sion now paid him 
orrhage, from degenerative disease of the blood-vessels, or possibly embolism | aa : er . +} — ‘ ‘ ’ + 4} 
with hemorrhage infraction. The disease of blood-vessels ‘ d heart were be fhe amendments offered by the commit oo au 
lieved to have existed for a long time. Five days later they consu! | bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the Hou with the 
The symptoms were more intensified; was in a comatose conditio: recommendation that it do pass. 
was nearly over the left hip-joint, the ball having entered the lowe ;° , 
abdomen and made its exit nearthe left trochanter major. Death oc SARAH ¢ AYI 
days later, and deponent is of the opinion from information obtained by exan ; . , i =e ae ~~ 44 
: " ae named aie ‘ : sei ' /- | Mr. LAFFOON. I ask consider! on of tl b 148°2) granting 
ination and from the history of the case that the disease which caused his death } : m 
had its origin from malaria!po isoning and other enfeebling agencies to which | &@ pension to Sarah ©, 
he was exposed while in ser vice. Che bill was read ws 
rhis deponent was late an assistant surgeoninthe Army anda p: tioner of bs ae ; 
medicine over twenty-two years. Aspecial examiner says he standsatthe head _ Be enacte ' Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her« 
of his profession in Maine, and his reputation is excellent | thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the pre 
Amos Nevens testifies to the soldier’s soundness before enlistment; lived near | \itations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah ©. Tay sv ‘ 
him since his boyhood, worked with him and had a good opportunity of judg- | 1" the Army during the war of the ret n,and pay |! a. } 
ing. From the time of his return home from the Army tothe date of his deathhe | Month, during life, from and alter t passage of 
wasneverawellman. Hesufferedevery year from frequent chills and feverand i The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows 
nervous prostration, which was attributed to his wound. They occurred about ad ; 2 : 
once a month. Deponent worked with him much of the time, and was a part- | rhe Commiitee on Invalid Per sions, to whom was 1 red the 
ner with him in the mill and grain business. } granting & pension to Sarah ©. Lay sul he lohowing report 
The reputation of this witness, as well as that of all who testify, is admitted | The Committee on Pensions in the Senate submitted a report w 
to be of the best. | careful examination of the papers in the « mmaittce find to e 
The Adjutant-General reporis that he was discharged January 6, 1865 Ithat | “ears ment of the cas¢ an ithey thereupon recor end the passa, 
he was then “ present, sick.”” Amos Nevins, who knew him from his b I mil with an amendment striking out “twenty-! i re 6, and 
says he was sound prior to enlistment, and that he was never well after he “twelve 
turned from the Army. | “(Senate Report No. 962, I eth Congress, f $€8Si 
The long and faithful service of Captain Ham, his serious disability f the | The ¢ — wa e bill (S14 
vound and disease due to his military service, as well as the opinions of the a ae o mension to Sarah C. Tarlo have exastned the enme and rr 
tending physicians, afford your committee ample justification in ret the | tq . Stes elaine wei & % haan Avene vee the ary hoon ’ 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass. | Chen Ghawereeant durine the weret the rebéliice. Shee Satan eiruteeds 6) 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | ber 15, 1562, and as appears f me swe omans of ston, assista 
mendation that it do pass, wey geet Ee ee _— ; 
MARGARET M. HATCH. It appears from the evidence that she was a faithful, valuable, and efil 
™ . ‘ > be 7 . | nurse duringall this period, and that her services were | ch needed and | 
Mr. LAWLER. I ask consideration of the bill (H. I. 5751) for the | appreciated. Considering the nature of these services, the laborious details of 
relief of Margaret M. Hatch. | attention and attendance upon the sick and w i 3 of the Gove 
a s ‘ a ment, the care and anxiety incident to an employ t so nd, so beneficent 
The bill was read, as follows: ao ene eeenaded aaiehe te nies Gabe & wennem hie enened the riehd 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au to recognition and compensation very nearly, if valent, to that accrued 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | by service in the field for the same peri 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Margaret M. Hatch, mother of Will- | “We therefore recommend the passage of th cially as she is now 
iam E. Hatch, deceased, formerly of Company B, Seventh New York Heavy | over sixty years of age and without means : 
Artillery. | Tl Fee 4 1 by t] ; it Lt] 
12 amendal I OS e6 DY 3 Oni) ‘ Wis avgreet { ane 1 e 
The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: bi] vem nae P iL wots Jog, Sagem rs ne Ba a - +) 
Jib a5 all 3 tier as ul 251ce t ; rep : «¢ , uc i use Vv i} ii 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 5751 ; as ndation ¢] ; ¢ ” 10 1 . : a 
submit the following report: | Fecommcncation that 1t do pass. 
The claim of Margaret M. Hatch, mother of William E. Hatch, deceased, for- | WILLIAM SMITH. 
merly of Companies A and B, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery, for mother’s | é : c : 
pension, No. 264917, was rejected January 7, 1884, for the reason that there was | Mr. LYMAN I ask consideration of the l *. 1926) granting a 








record or other evidence showing that the soldier's fatal disease, hemorrhage | pension to William Smith 
of the lungs, was owing to his army service, and claimant is unable to furnish Che bill was read. as follow 
a padd > | AU, AS 10110 3 


such proof. 




























| 
The testimony on file in the War Office and Pension Office shows that soldier Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi I s hereby, aue 
received a gunshot wound of shoulder and chest in the battle of Cold Harbor. | thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro it the rate of #45 per month, 
in June, 1864, for which he was sent to the hospital, and that afterward he had | subject to the provisions and limitations of s, the name of Wiill- 
partially recovered and returned to his regiment, and that he was discha d | iam Smith, late a private in Comy y H, Ninetyet 1 Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
with his regiment in 18°5. | this t to take effect f u its passage, and the pension hereby granted to be in 
The mother claims that the wound of shoulder and chest ted soldier's | lieu of that which he is now rece 
lungs, and that he had lung trouble at the date of his discharge and continu ry : her hf } wrete j { 
ously to the date of his death. Soldier died in Buffalo, N. Y., of hemorrhage the report (by Mr. LYNCH » seam 1OLIOW 
of the lungs, October 27, 1967 The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the b 2 
Dr. Thorn, t family physician, who treated soldier immediately after his | grant Zz ; on to William Smith, have had the same under considera i 
return hon i re; r, is dead | and res illy repor 
The mother savs the doctor told her, whea her son first returned hon fter Wil Si 1 enlisted as a private in Company H, Ninety-third Px 
discharge, t!:at the ball had taken a downward course in the chest, and wou!d | vania Vo teers, January 1, 1864; discharged June 14, 1465, on surgeon 
be apt to csuse hemorrhage of the lungs, which proved in the end to be t1 | tificate of disal v because of infputation of | eg. upper third, for g 
Claimant's husband, the father of the soldier, was a dissipated man, and died | wound received Fisher's Hill, Va., October 22 i lle was pens 
in 1878. She is now old, about seventy-eight years of age, and feeble and un- | gust 14, 1865, at $s per month, on account of amputation of leftlec. &S 





able to support herself; has no real estate, and but little personal property,and | sion has been increased from time to time. Claima now receives > per 
mo one legaily bound to support her, ynth. 
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papers on f in the Bureau of Pensions it is apparent that the 
F fers intense neuralgic pain from the stump of his leg; that he is 
{ j {to discard his artificial limb, owing to severe suffering 
ft that his general health is very poor from general debility, anc 
t le to perform 1 ual labor to any ext« 
t to the loss of his k eg below the kn« he suffered, not long 
nute ‘ t 1 of the san y by an accident, 
‘ id t the bill b I i by stril 
Ww ind th l i ne of t 
t] 
lt i] It k the re mendation to strike out “* fifty’ 
‘ 1ich would be contrary to the rules of the 
CO n 0 
L LN. The | proposes to grant a pension at $45 and the 
I l 1s 3 to be an error. Che Senate bill fixes the pen- 
I 1 < th hould be no amendment offered at : 
I { j he committee recommended that it should 
] 
[RM j l prin pension at $45. 
proposed in the report is certainly 
l ] \ 
a 
The amendment was disagreed to, and the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the H e with the recommendation that it do pass. 
W rAP 
r. MARTIN. LIask consideration of the bill (H. R. 332) for the 
r¢ fof W. J. Tapp & Co 
ll was read for information. 
r. MORRILI I » the point of lar that L Boos nant anma 
r. MUNN, raise 16 point Of order that that ao not come 


under the order for Friday evening sessions. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the order for Friday even- 


ing ions restricts the House to the consideration of bills reports d by 
the Committee on Pensions and Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘This 
seems to be a bill reported by the Committee on Claims, and the Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will withdraw that bill 


There was no objection. 


DAVID HEINBACH, 


2 


Mr. MARTIN. Iask consideration of the bill 
pension to David Heinbach. 
The bill was read, as follow 


. 1219) granting a 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
t} red and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Heinbach, Company G, One 


hundred and seventy-third Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

‘The report (by Mr. Thompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1219) 
granting a pension to David Heinbach, having considered the same report as 
follows 

The committee adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and recommend the passage of the bill. The Senate report is 
as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 462, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.1219) granting 
a pension to David Heinbach, have examined the same and report: 

‘This claimant enlisted in Company G, One hundred and seventy-third Penn- 
sylvania Militia, November 2, 1562, and was mustered out August 18, 1863. He 
claimed pension for a rupture caused by falling from a bridge which he was as- 
f ng to build over Goose Creek, Virginia, August 1, 1863. He received no hos- 

ital treatment, as he swears his captain, who was also a physician, treated 
hi His claim was rejected by the Pension Office because he could not obtain 
evidence that he received the injury in the service. There is ample evidence 
that the rupture did not exist at the time of enlistment, and that it does exist 
now, but the claimant swears that he is unable to furnish the evidence required 
by the Pension Office by reason of the death of his captain and the only two of 
his comrades who knew and could testify to the facts. 

Your committee are of opinion that this is a meritorious case, and recom- 
Mena that the bill do pass, 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY M. ORD. 
Mr. MCKENNA. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 2663) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary M. Ord. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow of the 
late General E. O. C. Ord, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per month, 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Conimittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2663) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, have had the same under 
consideration and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. E. O, C. 
Ord 

Upon the death of General Ord the following order was issued by the War 
Department ° 

‘HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
** ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
** Washington, July 24, 1883. 

“With profound sorrow the General of the Army announces the death, at 
Havana, Cuba, at 7 o’clock on the evening of the 22d instant, of Maj. Gen. Ed- 
ward O. C. Ord, retired, and lately brigadjer-general and brevet major-general 
on the active-list. 

“General Ord was graduated at the Military Academy and appointed second 
lieutenant in the Third Artillery July 1, 1839. Having passed through the sev- 
éral grades, including that of lieutenant-colonel in the artillery arm, he received 
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his appointment as brigadier-general of the permanent establishment on the 
1of « He had, on the Mth of ember, 1861, for service in war, 
been appt i brigadier i | of vol eers, and on the 2d of May, 1862, ma- 
r ne ylunteers. He was mustered out of the volunteer service S« p- 





I on at Dranesvill 
Miss., and at the assault of Fort Harrison, 
brevets of lieutenant-colone!l, colonel, brigadier-g 


Va., Iuka, Miss., the Hatchie, 
received, successively, the 
neral, and major-general, 














United States Arn He served in the Flori ainst the Seminole In- 

| dians, on the Pacific coast in the w against Mexico, and in Indian campaigns 
on the same coast, 

“In the Army of the Potom he was brig and division commander; in 

the Army of the Tennessee he commanded left wing om August to Sep- 

tember, 1862, and subsequently he commaz d, successively, the Thirteenth, 


|} charge of duty 









Eighth, Eighteenth, and Twenty-fo 
verely wounded in the ba 


and the Army of the James. He 
tchie, Miss., and was wounded in 















the assault and capture ‘ 

" e the late war he has at diff s commanded the Departments of 
Virginia, the Ohio, Arkansas, Califor latte, Texas, and the Fourth Mili- 
tary District. 

** He was retired on the 6th day of December, 1880, and by act of Congress ap- 
proved January 28, 1881, he became a major-general on the retired-list. Retire- 
ment did not close his active life, for immediately thereafter he engaged in civil 
pursuits and continued therein until death suddenly came upon him. 

‘** Distinguished among his country’s defenders, General Ord was a soldier of 





national repute. Through his long mil 
century, his career has been mark« 


tary service, reaching towards half a 
by fuithful, devoted, and intelligent dis- 
by personal gallan , by honest administration, and by a firm- 
s not weakened by his great kindness of heart. As his intimate 
» since boyhood, the general here bears testimony of him thata more un- 
! d patriotic person never lived. 


i General Sherman, 








ness which w 








HSS OPC LAL 





“GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
“Acting Adjut unt-Generaql.” 

Mrs. Ord is now a pension of $50 per month, under act of Con- 
gress, approved was married to General Ord October 15, 1854, 
at San Francisco, Cal..and is now a 1 lent of that State. Having exhausted 
her limited means in support of an invalid daughter, she is now poor and not 
able to maintain herself and d r, who is dependent upon her, on present 
pension, which is her enly resourc¢ 

In view of her dependence and t long and eminent services of her gallant 
husband, your committee report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass, amending the same by striking out the words “‘ one hundred”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words “‘ seventy-five.” 














The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and 
the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

NANCY POLLOCK. 

Mr. MOFFITT. Iask consideration of the bill (S. 2567) granting 

a pension to Nancy Polock. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Polock, widow of W. A. 
Polock, late of Company C, First Nebraska Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2567) 
granting a pension to Nancy Polock, submit the following report: 

The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth fully th: 
facts in this case and is herewith adopted, and the passage of the bill ree 
mended. 

SENATE REPORT. 

William A. Polock, the late soldier, was a second lieutenant in Company C, 
First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, from April 30,1863, to October 3,1565. He 
was pensioned at the rate of 36 per month from October 4, 1865, to March 30, 1882, 
the date of his death, on account of rheumatism contracted in theservice. Ap- 
plication of Nancy Polock, widow of said soldier, was filed August 23, 1882, and 
rejected August 30, 1885, on the ground th t the soldier’s fatal disease of kidneys 
was nota result of the rheumatism for which he was pensioned. 

The records of the War Department show that the above-mentioned soldier 

contracted rheumatism in the service, and the evidence in the case shows that 
the said disability continued to the time of his death. He also had varicose 
veins of right leg, said to have resulted from rheumatism. 
.In her affidavit, filed May 5, 1885, claimant states that it is impossible for her 
to furnish medical evidence showing the pathological connection between the 
rheumatism for which her late husband was pensioned and the chronic diarrhea 
from which he died, because he never allowed physicians to attend him, and he 
was attended by no doctor during his last sickness. In affidavit filed June 18, 
1885, claimant states that two years prior to soldier’s death he suffered from 
dropsy in his back and right leg, and affection of the kidneys, causing swelling 
of his hands, arms, and lower extremities; that his heart was also affected as a 
result of rheumatism. 

In affidavit filed April 23, 1883, Moses M. Conner, of Brownville, Nebr., tes- 
tifies that he waited on the late soldier for eight days next preceding his death, 
and is satisfied that he died from dropsy, a result of rheumatism. 

In affidavit filed April 23, 1883, Dr. Charles F. Stewart, of Brownville, Nebr., 
testifies that he has been a practicing physician for twenty years; that he was 
called to see the late soldier about fifteen hours before his death, which was 
caused from dropsy; that he found upon examination a large ulcer upon right 
leg, which he supposed to be a varicose vein ; that he was informed by soldier’s 
family that no physician had been employed in the case. 

in a letter filed May 19, 1885, Dr. Stewart states that he found the soldier ina 
dying condition when he arrived at his bedside, and consequently made but a 
casual examination of him; that having never seen the soldier professionally 
before, it is impossible for him to say what pathological connection there might 
have existed between his rheumatism and dropsy. 

In affidavit filed December 21, 1885, Dr. Alfred Crane, of Brownville, Nebr., 
testifies that claimant suffered two years prior to his death from a kidney com- 
plaint caused by a varicose ulcer, chronic diarrhea, and rheumatism. 

In an affidavit filed September 27, 1887, Paul H. Douglas, of Brownville, Nebr., 
testifies that soldier’s former wife died September 3, 1854, and his testimony is 
corroborated by Moses M. Conner, of Brownville, Nebr. 

The marriage of claimant to sgldier is eertified to be a transcript from the 
record of Scott County, Illinois, 

There are now minor children surviving the late soldier. 

John M. Thayer, governor of Nebraska; Thomas J. Majors, state senator; Wil- 
son E. Majors; J. H. Bradley, district judge ; F. E. Johnson ; 8S. M. Rich, mayor of 
Brownville; R.T. Rainey, postmaster; Theodore Hill, and others, in a petition 
dated February 3, 1888, state that thesoldier died Mareh 30, 1882, from the effects 














Te 


























On J 9 at Lu} sio 
“that w ist i ) ity r ( » 9 n., a 
1864, he was badly ed int tl j a 
hor fa ear ¢ 

Before this Ll Was a licated b e Co Ss 
dier died, an 3 wid the ¢ lant, made apy i 
pli ition the Commissioner, under dat f Octobe 
ground that t spe exan tions fail to show tl 
to thes i militar rv ne of y 

Prior to the death of t sold ie h submitted 
affidavit of James Beatty, a co vd uN » swears to « 
the disabilities as alle~ed by the soldier Phis is fully 
davit of Comrade F. M. Smith. 

rhe prese of the ‘ s is ver 1 t r 
ment, a I I i it ‘ 1 ed vy ti r 
their respective I t. W.J.N d ia 
the Commis 3, SAYS 

“IT can say to ect S« Moses H 
in the Arr and spital at Gr I 
charges; but Il was not with him on the scout w 

Lemuel C, Wright, late first | rant of ¢ i 
Mounted Infantry, in response to an office ter, s 

**T was present at one time a tthe n fA 
Jackson's horse threw him 1 i, T M ys« 


were in cle 
a fence his horse f 
got on his horse; he «x 
badly hurt; Jackson was conf 





























1 f and shooti 
lland threw him 
mplained very much at t 
om dt 





ned ! 


ou: 


mained in camp at Granville, Tenn. ; he 

I do not remember, to be certa rbout ti 
falling with him I remember well, ¢ Ll kne 
daring soldi« I tand ob I Hie 
not seen since dischars 

Dr. C. R witt ACK 
that in No iber, | al 
his right knee, wh n 
with anu on the inside, and se 

He was also suffering w 
co His knee got some bett« 
the year 1871, but the paralyzed « tior 
gradually worse, or ¢ east there wast 
He was notr v 
th i to 1 I itog 
W id fi fa ia 
Visited h t we ve 

Abunda é e€ is presented 
18 » date of « t It is also s 
and t t ito the] 

June 15 lied t 
1881, 

A € stated, t claim was rejected 
the } ’ ral ‘ r ary of 4 Ir ‘ te * 
missioner of I si re x t 
the alleged casual « 1e It is pr 
amined by cial « niners in the l 
aminer, gives the oy ion that th 
mends further examinatior Wray Beatt 


t 
The testiniony taken by Mr. B 
them testifying wi 














ttie 


positiveness tl 
er tl 


curred as alleged. ll rememb 
able-bodied man at ent, ar 
ring any injury or disability. This is 
and direct testimony preser l by th 
Phe prior soundness of the soldier 
charge is shown; i re 






is grad 
yond doubt or questlon; ar 
committee, we submit that there 
column and the 
soldier, and recomm«s 





18s a 


rhe bill was laid aside to be 


mendation that it do pass. 


Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylv: 
cay. 


ing a pension to Phillipe 
The bill was read, as folloy 


Be it enacted, etc., 








1at the Secr 
thorized and directed to place on 


nd the passage « 





ist 








i saw hi 





nay have 


at; but the cir 


yw i va 


Wwe 


per to ad 
Mr. George B 
‘doubtful 


some rebel ; 








tin 


for some t 


mnie 


been treats 


tne « Lim, Saying 


ips 
Ime 
to 
»>M 
1 

t 
> Ww 








ip t 
) 
Ww 
ie 
i 
i 


ie recommends reje 


ather of 
he soldie 





an 
: claimar 
is we estal 
of health a 





hey have 1 
more 





examination ol 


. ue 
lower limbs and the 


nee be 


t 


vee 


sanity whi 


i the bi 


reported to the Hou 





A 
W 
A 
‘Vv 
1 the 
au 


. 
i 
. 
t] 
ji 2 





I 
I 
i 


Lv 
r 
A 
jem 
il 
PP 
4} 
A 
i 


drew 


widow a 


i 








9256 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


raw pension on account of the death of the 


1¢ mother from the benefits of the general pen- 
!, the Pension Bureau deemed it unneces- 
© as to dependence past and present. But 
howing that the mother was dependent 


f his death because of her husband’s physi- 
a 


ite 


irs of age, she is unable to gain a subsistence by 
ently dependent upon others for support. 
ing a vs erally responded to the calls for relief of this un- 
and being ly impressed with the merits of the case under 
your committee return the accompanying bill, with the recom- 
lo pass 
Chere being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the gecommendation that it do pass. 
ELI J. YAMGHEIM,. 
RYAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to 
Yamgheim. 
lhe bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
i and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
id limitations ot the pension laws, the name of Eli J. Yamgheim, late of Com- 
ny A, Sixth Regiment of Kansas Cavalry. 


Che report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 


ihe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim, submit the following report: 

he claimant in this case enlisted August 1, 1861, in Company A, Sixth sm 

avairy, and was discharged November 15, 1864. He filed his declaration 

for pension April 5, 1875, alleging that he was struck by a spent ball on the left 

ankle, causing lameness. Jacob A. Heany, Jacob H. Bartles, and Alfred N., 

Jerrold all testify to the incurrence of the injury. There is abundant evidence 

show that it continued to the present time. The examining surgeon at Em- 

rin reported July 27, 1875, and January 9, 1878, that he found him totally dis- 
} 


mM 
pe 


abled Examining board at Emporia, March 7, 1883, make the same report. 
On the other hand it is shown that the soldier had suffered from a fever-sore on 
the same leg prior to enlistment. The fact still remains that the man was suf- 
ficiently strong and able bodied to be accepted in the service; that he served 
his country faithfully for three years and two months; that he received an in- 
jury from which he has suffered ever since, and that now he is disabled. 

It is highly probable that if he had neversuffered prior to enlistment from the 
fever-sore of the leg, or that some comrade who was perfectly sound had re- 
ceived the same injury, that no serious result would have followed from it, It 
is equally probable that if the soldier had not received the injury in the service 
that he might have gone through life comparatively well. It seems to your 
committee hardly honorable for the United States Government, after accepting 
this man in the service and receiving the benefit of his service for over three 
years, during which time he was frequently exposed to the dangers of the bat- 
tie-tield and suffered all the hardships and privations of army life, to plead now 
that he was not sound before enlistment, and therefore not entitled to a pen- 
&! . 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 
‘There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SYLVESTER STEARNS. 


Mr. SENEY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the 
pension of Sylvester Stearns. This bill passed the House several ses- 
sions ago. Theclaimant is upon the roll at $36 a month, and the bill be- 
fore the House was for the purpose of raising the pension from $36 to 
$50a month. The report of the House committee was made under the 
impression that the claimant was thena pensioner at $24 a month, and 
the amount in the original bill was changed from $50 to $36 a month. 
Subsequently it was ascertained that the claimant was already on the 
pension-roll at $36 a month, and the Senate amended the House bill 
so as to change the sum from $36 to $50, and the matter is now before 
the House upon the amendment of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the bill which the gentleman calls up a Sen- 
ate bill? 

Mr. SENEY. It isa Senate amendment to the House bill, and I 
suppose the proper motion is to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the bill is not upon 
the Calendar, and perhaps it had better be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, I desire that it shall be acted upon without fur- 
ther delay, because it was acted upon by the Senate two or three weeks 
ago. 

oMr. MORRILL. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY ] 
that the proper time to take up that bill will be after the committee 
rises and we go into the House. The Committee of the Whole can not 
act upon a matter of that kind. 

Mr. SENEY. What is the difficulty in the way of the Committee 
of the Whole acting upon the Senate amendment to the House bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. The House acts upon Senate amendments without 
any action of the Committee of the Whole. Such action is quite un- 
necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL], the opinion of the present occupant of 
the chair is that a question of that kind does not properly come into 
@ommittee of the Whole, but must be acted upon by the House. If 
the House concurs in the Senate amendment, then there is nothing for 
the committee to do. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, I do not care how we get at it, but Ido not 
wish to lose my opportunity to call up the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk informs the Chair that the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Ohio came back from the Senate with an 


and that her condition has not since im- | 
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amendment, that the bill and amendment were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and that the bill has not yet been re- 
ported back from the committee, so that it is not upon the Private Cal- 
endar, nor is it, at the present time, within reach of the House. At 
any rate it can not be disposed of at this time. 

Mr. SENEY. I did not suppose that an amendment of the Senate 
would have to be referred to the Pension Committee of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That depends entirely upon the action which 
was taken in the House at the time. Whatever that action was, the 
Committee of the Whole can not interfere with it, and as a matter of 
fact the Clerk informs the Chair that the bill and amendment were so 
referred. 

Mr. SENEY. I can hardly think that any action has been taken by 
the House in this case since the Senate amended the House bill. I do 
not know who would call up the bill except myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is informed by the Clerk that when 


| the bill was returned from the Senate with amendments, it was formally 


laid before the House and was referred, with the amendments, to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, from which it has not yet been reported 
back to the House. 

Mr. SENEY. Well, so that I do not lose my right to call it up for 
consideration when we get into the House, I shall be content. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion, in accordance with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL], that the 
bill can not be acted upon in Committee of the Whole this evening. 

Mr. SENEY. But Ido not understand that I am to lose my right 
to have the bill considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; but the bill is not in Committee of the 
Whole. 

MARTHA J. COLE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I call up the bill (S. 3230) granting a 
pension to Martha J. Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha J. Cole, mother of Robert 
E. Horner, late a second lieutenant in the Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


From a careful consideration of the facts set forth in the Senate reportin this 
ease, which is made a part of this report, the committee believe that this isa 
meritorious case and comes within the line of precedents heretofore adopted by 
this committee and recognized by this House, and they therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


SENATE REPORT, 

This is a bill to pension Martha J, Cole, mother of Robert Horner, late second 
lieutenant of Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The claimant was pensioned as dependent mother of Robert Horner and drew 
her pension until her remarriage. She applied to the Pension Office to be re- 
stored after the death of her second husband, but her application could not be 
allowed by law, which provides that pension shall cease at the date of remar- 
riage of the pensioner. 

The only question before the committee is whether or not this is a proper 
case to be relieved by special enactment. The widow is now nearly seventy 
years old; she is on and disabled by age and other infirmities from making 
any exertion for her support. Two of her sons were in the service and both 
died from disgases contracted in the line of duty. Thus she is left without 
means of support and with the alternative of starvation orthealmshouse. The 
committee does not think that the mother of twosoldiers whose lives were sac- 
rificed in Army service and who has seen much better days should become an 
object of charity so long as the Government has the right to extend to her the 
small relief she requires. 

Therefore the bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LEOPOLD MAYER. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iask the consideration of the bill (S. 
619) granting an increase of pension to Leopold Mayer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leopold Mayer, late captain of Com- 
pany C, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers,and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 619, 
beg leave to report, adopting the report of the Senate, and in consideration of 
the facts of the case recommend that said bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 370, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 619) granting 
an increase of pension to Leopold Mayer, have examined the same, and report : 

Claimant was mustered into the service of the United States as first lieutenant 
Company ©, Twelfth Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, to date February 3, 1862, 
and was mustered out and honorably discharged March 25, 1865; wasa prisoner 
of war from June 15, 1863, till and after May 7, 1864. 

The applicant was granted a pension of $4.25 per month, commencing March 
26, 1865, on account of rheumatism. Application for increase of pension was 
rejected on medical grounds July 3, 1886. In his application for increase of pen- 
sion, filed December 14, 1885, he claims that he is entitled to a higher rating on 
the ground that for months at a time he is rendered wholly unable to do any 
manual labor on account of said disability, and this has been his condition each 
year since the date of his discharge from the service. 

Dr. Emil Fischer testifies that he treated claimant from 1864 to 1866 for mus- 
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cular rheumatism of the right arm and shoulder, so aggravated as to dis é 
him for work. Dr. H. B. Livermore testifies to treatment for eumatis 
1864 to 1887. Dr. Maunheimer testifies that claimant was unde trea t 
for rheumatism from 1873 to 1880, and during that time w 
any physical work. Dr. A. S. Munsell testifies that cla - 
treatment for chronic rheumatism in 1878, and wasa great s 
cause in 1880, Dr, Justin Hayes testifies that he treated « 
tism in 1880. 

The board of sur ns at Chicago, Ill., state that the testim ‘ 4 








physicians is entitled to the fullest consideration ( 

From all the facts in the case your committee are satisfied t 

titled to a higher rate of pension t! he is now receiving, a | 
l the pass 


ommend » of the bill. 


an 








The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 1 L- 

mendation that it do pass. 
JONATHAN C. HARRISON. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I call up the bill (H. R. 78387 t 
ing an increase of pension to Jonathan C, Harrison. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here ‘ 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro! t to the provis sand 
limitations of the pension laws, at te of $36 nth, the name of J 
than C. Harrison, late a private in ¢ many B, I second Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. THompsoN, of Ohio) was read, as follows 


Jonathan C. Harrison enliste: 

















in Company B, Fifty-second Ohio Volunteers, 
August 4,1862,and served in said regiment until his discharg by reason of 
wound in right arm, on the 3ist day of August,1854. His discharge states that 
he was wounded at Resaca,Ga., in the right arm, requiring iputation rhe 
United States surgeon attaches to the disch >a certi e in which found 





these words: * Find him incapable of performing the duties of 
cause of amputation of the right arm below the elbow on ac« 
wound. Disability t The United States examining su 
“that the amputation was performed through right arm just bel 

Dr. C. W. Clancey and Dr. J. B. Conaway, of Smithfield, Ohio 
arm is amputated so near the elbow ast nder the st 
that it is so short as to prevent soldier from wearing 
ant is now drawing a pension of $30 per month, and | 
$6 per month, or the same pension that is allowed to sol 
amputated at or above the clbow. When the | 
had alimb amputated below the elbow or knee 
increase allowed him of £6 per mouth by a specia 
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1885. He now asks that his pension be increased to $36 nth, and your 
committee are of the opinion that the claim is a meritorious one and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass, as his disability is fully equ »an amy ation at or 





above the elbow, as is cleariy shown, not only by the evidenc 


graph found among the papers. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House w 
mendation that it d 


but by a photo- 


ith the recom- 
O pass. 





WILLIAM E. PRINCE. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I call up the bill (H. R. 3608) to grant 
an increase of pension to William E. Prince. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and hereby 


limitations 
f Company 
at the ra e of $50 per 


directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
of the pension laws, the name of William E. Prince, late a private « 
!, Twenty-third Regiment of Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILI 


The claimant in this case is now receiving a pension of $30 per month for dis- 
ease of the heart, totally incapacitating him from performing any manual labor 
This is the highest rate that can be granted by the Pension Office until it is shown 
that he requires the constant aid and attendance of another person, there being 
no intermediate rating between $30 and $50 for cases of this character. 
dence is very clear that much of the time he requires the constant attention of 
another. Your committee feel that an increase ought to be granted, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment, striki1 
and inserting ** forty-five.” 





was read, as follows: 








The evi- 
- 








The amendment reported by the committee to strike out ‘ 
insert ‘‘ forty-five’? was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

MRS. CAROLINE TAYLOR, 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iask the consideration of the bi 
ing a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension-laws, the name of Mrs. Caroline Taylor, of Logans- 
port. Ind., widow Dr. J. A. Taylor, a volunteer assistant surgeon to the Indiana 
troops engaged South inthe year 1863 in the war of the rebellion. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3175 
granting a pension to Mrs.Caroline Taylor, have examined the papers on file, 


adopt the report of the Senate hereto attached as the report of this committee, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 


and 


House with 
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75) grant- 





[Senate Report No. 1709, Fiftieth Congress, first session 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to Mrs. Caroline Taylor, of Logansport, Ind., have examined the same, and re- 
port ; 

That the applicant is the widow of Dr. James A. Taylor, who died in Logans- 
port, Ind., in October, 1867. The husband was never mustered into the service 
of the United States, and was never commissioned or appointed to any position 
in said service; yet as a surgeon he did active and efficient service to the sick 
and wounded soldiers who were in the Army in the war of 1861. 

The facts in the case, from the sworn testimony before the committee, are as 
follows: In January, 1863, Governor Morton, of Indiana, by telegram, called 
upon eighteen or twenty physicians and surgeonssfrom different parts of the 
State to go immediately upon temporory duty as such to the Indiana troops 
then South. Among the number thus summoned was Dr. James A. Taylor, the 
husband of the applicant. then in perfect health. engaged in a large professional 
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4 ' ‘ t . 
s forty 
hiss d eff ‘ e } l 
John B.s iJ G. Meck, and Dr. Asa ¢ Ww 
part phys i surge respon i 
* ‘ ‘ w ‘ ‘ 5 
< tr ‘ ‘ ‘ ¥ 
nto render a >the lt ‘ 
é the testu t of i i 
I i xpedition i ! hi 
< shortness of breat fl ty ol brea ng, dist ed [ i 
though yet able to do somew!l ‘ rtor t 
bors of his former practice ! ! t ‘ 
About a year after his return fre ith t t ad 
tired. In 1864, as appears from t ny M and ! 
was subjected to very frequent attacks of sn 3 Phes« pe l 
him to quit any business he might be engage« i st of s i 
the bed or lounge in a prostrate positi . ! ! a ind 
maciated He had never bh re his service sulilered fr« any s aint 
rhis condition of ill-health continued until the time of his death. II Lin 
one of these smot ing spells of what the physicians in att lance i © his 
last illness descr as paralysis of the heart, the firstand cont t 
toms of which appear to have sprung from the excessive work, p i \ 
exposure in his service under the call of the governor aforesaid 
Phe applicant, his widow, formerly in fair circumstances, is now { 
circumstances, She was married to the deceased March 19, 1816, and iived w 
him a faithful wife until his death. She is now advanced in years . has 
now no means, money, nor property, nor the expectation thie © has no 
way of subsistence except her own labor, barely sufficient to that end 
The committee ® lieve this to be a merito 1s case, aud according m 


mend the passage of the bill herewith reported 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the r 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSI 


V ESS, 


Mr. WHEELER. 


i would like to call up, if there be no objection, 
the bill for the relief of Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett I desire to 
know whether the gent!eman from Indiana/ Mr. CHEADI will make 


objection. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I have stated so often my position with reference 


to bills of this character that I should suppose every gentleman would 
understand me by this time. At any rate the bill to which the gentle- 
yy 


man refers is in the House, not in Committee of the Whole, and could 

















not be considered now. 
SARAH E. M’NAMARA. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will call up, then, the bill (S. 2593) granting 
a pension to Sarah E. McNamara. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, s ect to the prov ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M Sarah E. Mec} ! 
widow of the late John McNamara, D. D., late a chay f Wis : 
unteers, 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was ! 

The report of the Senate Committee on P« sis lt re 
of the bill recommended 

SENATE REPOR! 

Claimant is the widow of John MeNamara, who was mustered into t serv- 
ice of the United States as chaplain First Regiment Wisconsin Voluntecr In- 
fantry, October 8, 1861, and was mustered out of the service October 13, ls 

The records of the War Department show that he contracted erysipelas of 
the face and scalp in the service, by reason of which he was granted a leave of 
absence for twenty days, as a change of climate was ought by the surgeon to 
be necessary to save his life. 

The claim was rejected March 1,1888,0n the ¢ i the soldi« ital 
disease, paralysis, was not a result of the erysipelas gin, no ny 
other cause shown to be due to his military serv 

In her application filed April 13, 1886, claimant stat t her late} d 
died of disease contracted in the service of the United States; that at th 
of Stone River, March 30, 1863, he incurred paral; affected him every 
year since the date of his discharge from the s which finall i- 
nated in his death. 

In her affidavit filed November 29, 1885 1imant ‘ it she was" ed 
to the late officer on or about November 14, 1852, and that she lived with nas 
his wife up to the time of his death, October 1s t previous to his en- 
listment into the service the said office: s pl yund and in good 
health; that he contracted erysipelas in the service, f which he never re- 
covered, and that he was mentally and physically disa for work by reason 
of said disability; that the disease seemed to have settled in his left eye, caus- 
ing said eye to become much smaller than the right eye i that the said dis- 
ease grew worse all the time until herlate husband nost totaily blind, 
about six months before his death; thats has go to believe thatthe 
said disability so weakened her late husband's cons n that the paralysis 
from which he died was superin f army origin 





In affidavit filed November 


’ n, colonel First Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, testifies that the late office: 


ntracted erysipelas of 





the face at Murfreesborough, Tenn., in December, 1862, and that the said dis- 
ease affected his eyes to such an extent that he was compelled to wear colored 
glasses for a long time after his return from the hospita! 

In affidavit filed November 29, 1886, Dr. Luther J. Abbott, of Fremont, Nebr., 


testifies that he was acquainted with claimant’s husband 


for ten years | 
the time of his death; that he was physic 


ih 


orvw 


ally feeble, a $ nervous system 


much deranged on account of an attack of erysipelas of face, sealp, and eyes, 
which he had in the gear 1875; that for a short time preceding his death the 
late officer had a shock of paralysis, followed by almost total blindness; that 
he consulted affiant about a week before his death, and always attributed his 


diseases to exposure during army life, 
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I i i 1886, Dr. N. F. Donaldson, of North Platte, 
N tha died from a stroke of paralysis on the right 
t Oct 4 ] 

I ) test ny in the claim that the system of claimant’s 
h i 1 broken down by erysipelas contracted in the service, in conse- 
qu of ih 8 phy illy unable to rally fi n a stroke of paralysi . 
wi I d fa y ( er 24, 1 

i ou fi ction sts iby the Bureau of Pensions seem untenable 
wi ns lin nection with medical evidence to the effect that the late 
offi ne us stem was debilitated and greatly deranged by reason of ery- 
Bipelas shi 1 to be contracted in the service. The facts warrant favorable 
actiot nd ir commi e therefore recommend the passage of the bill 

he bill 3 laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
I 
mend on that it do pa 
' SAINI 
r, YODER. I call up the bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to 
B: el il 

‘the bill was read, as folle 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and direct to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Baker Saine, of Fort Seneca, Sen- 


eca County, Ohio, late a private in Company K, Forty-ninth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 

Baker Seine enlisted September 23, 1861, in Company B, Fifty-fifth Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry Regiment, and served until March 21, 1862, when he was dis- 
charged for disability, Ke-enlisted February 22, 1864, in Company K, Forty- 
ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry Regiment, and was discharged March 3, 1865, for 
disability. Filed his declaration for pension October 3, 1879. Alleges in decla- 
ration that at Nashville, Tenn., about the 15th of March, 1864, by reason of ex- 
posure in an open car, he contracted chronic bronchitis, chronic rheumatism, 
and that be sustained a further injury in December, 15364, at — - street bar- 
racks, Cincinnati, Ohio, by a fall that he had received. 

His claim was rejected by the Pension Office for the reason, as set forth inthe 
record of the case, that the record shows that alleged brogphitis existed prior 
to his enlistment, and that he was unable to prove origin of the alleged injury 
that he had received in the service. The hospital record and the record in the 
Adjutant-General’s Office, as well as his discharge, conclusively prove existence 
of the disease, rheumatism and bronchitis, as alleged, in the service, and there 
is no question as to its continuance since the service, as is shown conclusively 
by a number of affidavits on file by surgeons, and the only reason for its rejec- 
tion is given in the certificate of disability for his discharge, where the surgeon 
alleges that the claimant had been subject to said disease during the winter for 
a few years prior to his service. But it does not state how or by what evidence 
he comes to this conclusion. In contradiction to this statement there is an affi- 
davit on file by James A. Norton, a prominent and creditable citizen of his 
county, who testifies that claimant was sound and able-bodied, free from bron- 
chitis and rheumatism, at and before he entered the service ; that he saw claim- 
ant in hospital No. 8, Nashville, Tenn., suffering with erysipelas, in March and 
April, 1864, and inflammatory rheumatism. 

Moses Abbot and Matthew T. Lents testify that they knew claimant from 
1853 to 1861, prior to his service in the civil war, and that previous to said time 
his health was good and perfectly sound. C. P. Lee, M. D., testifies that claim- 
ant was sound prior to his enlistment in the service, 1861. A.B. Harvey testifies 
that during the latter part of June, 1864, claimant was home on a furlough, 
that he treated him for inflammatory rheumatism at that time; that he was alsq 
suffering from chronic bronchitis. There is abundant evidence to prove the 
continuance of the disease alleged since the service. The examining surgeon, 
George L. Hodge, at Fostoria, Ohio, on July 15, 1861, states thathe had exam- 
ined claimant: 

“That he had a hacking cough and expectoration of thick yellow sputa: 
throat is red and irritable; has rheumatism in left shoulder and right knee. I 
find evidence of the injury that healleged to have received in a fall while inthe 
service at Cincinnati, and that these disabilities disqualify him in the perform- 
ance of manual labor and entitle him to two-thirds grade or $12 a month pefi- 
sion.” 

Your committee is informed by Hon. George E, Seine, who is personally ac- 
quainted with claimant, that he is helpless and ir#destitute circumstances, and 
that ifit were not for an aged sister who provides for him he would have togo 
to the poor-house; that it will only be a question of a short time unless he is 
granted aid by this bill before he will have to depend upon public charity for 
his subsistence. 

In view of the testimony of the creditable witnesses, who are men of high 
standing in the community where they live, who have testified to his prior 
soundness, your committee is clearly of the opinion that this aged and disabled 
soldier should not be deprived of a pension by reason of a statement made by 
an army surgeon, who had no possible means of knowing his condition prior 
to enlistment, And after acareful investigation of all the evidence on file, your 
committee has come to the conclusion that this isa meritorious case, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM E. SPRINGSTEIN. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call up for the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bacon], and upon his personal request, the bill (H. R. 
10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to put on the 
yension-roll the name of William E. Springstein, of Company G, Fourteenth 
Reciannt of Michigan Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Co1PMAN) was read, as follows: 


The claimant was a private in Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry. At the battle of Jonesborough, Ga., he received a wound 
from a shell fired by the enemy, which caused the loss of his left leg above the 
ankle (amputation lower third) and a wound in the lower third of his right leg. 
He is now pensioned at the rate of $0a month. His stump has never healed 
and,as testified by Dr. N. W. Welker, of Detroit, who has attended him for a 
long time, he is during long periods (once eight month) confined to his room 
by reason of its condition,not being able to wear his artificial leg or even his 
crutches, The same doctor describes a cicatrix (the result of the wound in his 
right leg) adherent to the muscles of the calf, causing pain and impairment of 
motion. 

It appears that he is without one leg, lame in the other, and in constant pain 
from both. He is now receiving $30 per month, as much as the Pension Office 
can grant unless he requires the constant aid of an attendant. He does not 
claim to be in so hard a condition as that, but that he is frequently incapacitated 
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rounds are particularly painful, and that at all times 
to be allowed $5, The committee recommend that 
the word “‘fifty’’ be stricken from the sixth line and the words “ forty-five’ 
inserted iz lieu thereof, and that the bill as thus amended pass. 
The amendment reported by the committee to strike out in the sixth 
line the word ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five’? was read and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 


from any labor, when 
he isasufferer. He o1 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. YODER. Ipromised the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY] 
to call up a bill for him; but when his name was called I was tempo- 
rarily out of the House. I hope there will be no objection to permit- 
ting me now to call up his bill, as the call will no doubt reach all the 
gentlemen present this evening. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SHrvELy] has 
not been here this evening. Two of my colleagues, who are absent, 
desired me to call up bills for them, but I supposed it would not be 
permitted. if this request is to be granted in behalf of the gentleman 
from Indiana, who is absent, I would like to have the same privilege 
in behalf of my colleagues. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of tye gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. YopER]? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object, unless the same privilege be extended to 
this side of the House. I have an earnest request from my colleague, 
General Hovey, to call up a bill for him. 

Mr. YODER. This very privilege has been granted only a few mo- 
ments ago to my friend from Kansas [Mr. MorriLu]. 

Mr. MORRILL. That was an entirely different case. I called up 
a bill for the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAcon], who has oc- 
cupied the chair all the evening, and could not call up the bill for 
himself. 

Mr. YODER. As there seems to be objection to the proposition, I 
withdraw it. 


FLORIAN LISCHEWSKY. 


Mr. BINGHAM. lI call up the bill (H. R. 5918) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of Florian Lischewsky. This bill is identical 
with a bill (8S. 3083) which has already passed the Senate, but is not, 
I believe, on our Calendar. If this House bill be favorably acted upon 
by the Committee of the Whole, I shall ask in the House to substitute 
for it the Senate bill, identical in its terms. 

The bill (H. R. 5918) was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore the name of Florian Lischewsky, late a private 
in Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, to the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. LyNcH) was read, as follows: 


That it appears the said Florian Lischewsky was a private in Company C, 
Twenty-ninth Regiment of New York Volunteers, having served therein from 
June 4, 1861, to June 20, 1863, having beensdischarged for expiration of his term 
of service; that while in said service and line of his duty in the summer of 1862, 
from excessive marching hetontracted varicose veins of both legs, for which he 
was granted a pension by certilicate No. 133444, May 8, 1875; that he drew his 
pension for about two years, when it was stopped and his name stricken from 
the rolls on the report of a special examiner of the Pension Bureau, on the 
ground, as alleged, that it was not shown that his varicose veins originated in 
the service; that your committee find that the evidence (which has not been 
impeached) filed by said soldier in his claim shows that his said disability did 
originate in said service and line of duty. 

Following is a synopsis of the evidence filed by said soldier, both in his claim 
for the original pension and in his claim for restoration of his pension. 

In the original claim for pension, Fritz Decker, second lieutenant of his com- 
pany, testified that about the Ist of June, 1862, between Fairfax Court-House 
and Cross Keys, Virginia, the said Lischewsky, from continuous marching for 
several days in succession, carrying heavy accouterments, contracted varicose 
veins of his legs, which troubled him afterwards more or less while with the 
regiment, and existed at the time of his discharge, in June, 1863; that he well 
remembers him in the service, and that he got his varicose veins of legs as 
stated; that he knew him before he enlisted, and that he was then sound in 
his legs. 

Dr. Theodore Roth testified that he prescribed for the said soldier off and on 
from the time of his discharge from the Army, in the summer of 1863, to the 
present time (March, 1874), for varicose veins of both legs below the knees, and 
he has been badly affected in his legs with varicose veins, which have disabled 
him for following his customary labor; that he enjoyed good health before and 
up to his enlistment; witness was then acquainted with him, and had he had 
the bad veins of legs then, believes he would have known it; that he was of 
good and temperate habits. 

That in the claim for restoration Dr. George H. Kobler testified that he has 
been his physician for the past six years, and knows that he has suffered with 
varicose veins to such an extent as to disable him for doing any manual labor 
whatever. 

Frank Niedel and Lewis Troutwein testified that they knew him from fifteen 
to seventeen years and ever since September 4, 1875 (the date to which his pen- 
sion was last paid); have seen him about every day, and they know he has been 
afflicted with varicose or enlarged veins of his legs, which have disabled him 
for any kind of manual labor, etc. 

William Grossman testified that he was a comrade in his company and regi- 
ment, and that from long and excessive marching in the summer of 1862 in said 
service he contracted varicose veins of his legs, and after the battle of Bull Run 
(the last of August, 1862) the major, having two horses, took him on one of them 
on account of his varicose veins. Witness saw his swelled veins in said serv- 
ice and knew him before he enlisted, and he had no swelled veins of jegs then ; 
and they were all stripped down and thoroughly examined before they were 
mustered into said service, : 

Birghardt Wallenhaupt testified that he and the said Lischewsky enlisted in 
said company and regim@pt at the same time, and they were all thoroughly ex- 
amined and he was accepted insaid service as a sound man and was then free 
from any swelled veins of his legs; that about the summer of 1862, before and 
after the battle of Bull Run, Virginia, from excessive marching day and night 
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rejection is that of the examining surgeon, wl eXal ed 
He states t t the soldier appeared well, but complained of ain and i1 
to use the 1. Atthe next examination, August 9, 1879 the soldier’s dis 
was rated at one-third, and the same rating was fixed on the third and ex- 
amination, At t 28, 1880. All the rest of the mass of testimony in tl 
shows irrefutably that the soldier's death was the result of his wo l 
poisoning is shown, by abundant medical evidence, to | existed cx inu 
ously from his discharge to death. 
** Dr. § s P.} tle vho knew soldier well, testifies that at er t 
was a ‘sound, rugged, and well man,’ but that in the spring of 1855 he t 
him f bscess of the elbow-joint, with blood poison, and treated 
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** Dr. David S. Stev t] 
ance of said soldier a his d it 
wound in the shoulderand exposure while in the servi 

“ Dr. S. F. Crooker, who treated soldier for abscess and ly i 
1880 until soldier’s death, gives it as his opinion that soldier's art dis 4 
caused by blood poisoning, the dropsy by heart disease, and the dyspepsia 
the dropsy, which resulted in the death of the patient nterfer rw i 
proper arterialization of the blood. 

*‘As stated above, the only evidence i ase is in fav« fthe cla unt, and 
your committee do not deem it necess >to cumulate the | Phe only 4 


this proof is that the case is perfectly 

tablished from a technical stand-point is just as apy 
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the paperson file in the Pension Office, which seem to full; 

ofa pension notwithstanding the technical professional opinion of the 
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ways easy to distinguish true from false patholos é y is so clear 
with the widow in this case that your committee i < favor y 
and recommend its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the H« th the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE moved that the committee ri 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MorRRILt having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. YODER reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House had had the Private Calendar under consideration, 
and had directed him to report back sundry bills with various recom 
mendations. 

JOHN N. BOVEE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the titles of the 
bills which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. LYMAN. The Speaker pro tempore stated at the beginning of 
the proceedings that the bill (S. 3018) grantimg an increase of pension 
to John N. Bovee came up the first thing in order as unfinished busi- 
ness. 
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tif were while working inthe Government Printing Office. Ifa fur- 
lough or reduction of force was spoken of he found it expedient to resume the 
crut massed over. Also during the twelve years he has been 
in his present position the same tactics have been resorted to with succe 
lie now receives from the Government $1,960 yearly as salary and pension 
ilso every five years the price of a new limb (including railroad fare to and 
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Respectfully, 


from 


J. JONES, An Old Soldier. 
B. KiteGore.”’ 


fam satisfied that it is a fictitious name, as I do not know any such man; be- 
1 old soldier would not be guilty of such a mean act. A letter of the 
rport was written to the Secretary of War some months ago signed 
,’ but availed nothing. I therefore challenge him to make himself 
known and prove his statements. I will take up his letter seriatim. 
rat, In regard to the Turkish bath business, I would say that several years 
y wife and brother started in the business, but subsequently he became 
issipated that she was obliged to buy him out to save the business from be- 
ug sold for debt, and also to save what little she had in it. Her mother’s 
money was used to start the business, and her family has to be supported from 
it. My salary would not properly previde for those [ am obliged to look after. 
ond, As to valuable real estate, I do not own a dollar's worth of property 
in the world from which I realize any income, and what little I do own is mort- 
gaged. I donot own even a home, 

Phird, The statement that I *‘ have been drawing a salary from the Govern- 
ment since the close of the war” is also false, as the records willshow. Most 
of the time I have been employed I received a per diem compensation. The 
position I now hold is solely through merit. I have been out of Government 
employ since I first entered it. 

Fourth. The statement that ‘“‘Dr. D. W. Bliss is one of my most intimate 
friends’ is also false. His insinuation is that he being an intimate friend, 
would stoop to anything in order to getmy pension increased, He failsto quote 
from Dr. James T. Young’ scertificate, when he states that he saw my leg when 
it was open and a running sore; and that was only last year. All these physi- 
cians are well known and honorable men and all examined my leg, and all 
gave their honest opinion in regard to my case. 

Fifth. Again he says: ‘*‘ The only times that he has been known to cast aside 
his artificial limb were while working in the Government Printing Offiee’’ * 
* * and ‘also during the twelve years he has been in his present position the 
same tactics have been resorted to with success.””’ My answer to the above 
charge is, that it is grossly unjust and false. If “J. Jones” knows anything 
about the case he must have known that I wore what is termed a “ peg leg”’ 
for nearly two years, being unable to wear the Government leg, and which was 
paid for out of my own money; and that for eighteen months I was obliged to 
go on crutches, my leg being open and suppurating, and this while in the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office. 

I can not understand why the question of salary or property should enter into 
the case, as there are many instances of personsdrawiug high salaries and at the 
same time drawing large pensions, besides owning property. 

In answer to the application for an increase of pension through the Pension 
Office, | was informed that there was no law covering my case, but the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions had asked Congress for authority to increase pensions in this 
and other cases. 

It seems to me that there should be a distinction made between one who has 
no protection for the end of the stump (excepting a slight granulation) and one 
whose stump is fully protected. I know several men who can bear their whole 
weight on the end of the stump, and can walk for miles, while I am obliged to 
lace so tightly that all the pressure comes on the upper part of the leg, which 
of course stops the circulation of blood, and I can only walk a short distance at 
a time. 

The facts in the case are these: I entered the United States service May 17, 
1861, when between sixteen and seventeen years of age, and was wounded at 
the battle of Gaines Mill June 26,1862, where I was taken prisoner, laying on 
the battle-field two nignts and days without attention, when I was taken toa 

rove near by. Mortification having set in necessitated the amputation of my 

eg near the knee. In this grove I lay,in company with one hundred and fifty 
other wounded comrades, for twenty-eight days without shelter and but very lit- 
tle care, there being but four men that were able to assist us. I was obliged to 
dress my own wound, but finally became so weak that I could not properly at- 
tend to it, and the vermin in the wound caused the stitches to give way and the 
flap to drop down and slough off, leaving me no protection to the end of the 
stump, from the effects of which I have been a sufferer ever since, and it has 
broken open every summer since. The morning I entered battle I weighed 175 
pounds, and when I was exchanged, twenty-eight days after, I weighed 98 
pounds, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon 


Sworn to and subscribed before me at Washington, D. C., this 18th day of Sep- 
tember, A. D, 1888. 
[SEAL.]} 
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JOHN N. BOVEE, 
J. LYMAN. 


GOODWIN Y. ATLEE, 
Notary Public. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will say this in explanation of my position in 
this matter, that the letter to which reference was made came to my 
hands—— 

Mr. LYMAN. ThenI wish to say that I have been misinformed; 
that I did not know what the circumstances were exactly; but at all 
events my intention was to cast no sort of reflection upon the action 
of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iunderstand. When this case was called I pre- 
sented the letter, and stated that if the allegations therein contained 
were true the increase ought not to be granted. That was all my posi- 
tion. That letter was read and went into the RecorD, and upon that 
statement the House refused to make the extension. I will say fur- 
ther that this letter was signed by one ‘‘J. Jones, an old soldier,’’ and 
from that time to this ‘‘J. Jones,’’ the old soldier, has not material- 
= [laughter], and I am inclined to make no fight upon a fictitious 

etter. 

Mr. LYMAN. Permit me to state that I made no reflection whatever 
upon the action of the gentleman from Texas. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 


| of the bill. 


The bill 8. 3018 was ordered to a third reading, and being read the 

third time, was passed. 

SYLVESTER STEARNS. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up the 
Rt. 7516) which I tried te have considered in committee, to 
increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns, and also ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will not make any objection to that, if there is 
no further request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SENEY. This is all I will ask to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
amendments to the bill called up by the gentleman from Ohio will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the House of the following titles reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole withoutamendment were severally considered, and or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, were 


Mr. SENEY. 


| accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
rison; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Lischewsky. 

M-. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute the bill (S. 3083) restoring to the pension-roll the name of 
Florian Lischewsky, in place of the House bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection that order will 


5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; 

4887) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 

4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; 

2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim; 

7887) granting increase of pension to Jonathan C. Har- 


2707) granting pension to Baker Saine; and 
5918) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 


| be made. 


There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
5918 will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, were severally considered, the amendments con- 
curred in, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; 

A bill (H. R. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; 

A bill (H. R. 3608) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Prince; and 

A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee ot 
the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, were passed, namely: 

A bill (8. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; 

A bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie L. Ham; 

A bill (8. 1926) granting a pension to William Smith; 

A bill (S. 1219) granting a pension to David Heinbach; 

A bill (8S. 2567) granting a pension to Nancy Polock; 

A bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Easter A. Jackson; 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J. Cole; 

A bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to Leopold Mayer; 

A bill (S. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2593) granting a pension to Sarah E. McNamara; and 

A bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall. 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the 
amendments concurred in, and the bills as amended ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time were passed, namely: 

A bill (S: 1481) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling; and 

A bill (S. 1782) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor. 

MRS. MARY M. ORD. 

The bill (S. 2663) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was considered 
and the amendment agreed to. 

The question being on the third reading of the bill, 

Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. Speaker, there has heen some considerable 
objection made to that bill, and I think it would be a very good idea for 
this House to vote on the question of reporting it toa full House to be 
voted upon at some time hereafter. It isout of the usual line to pass 
a bill of that size with ten or fifteen men present, and I think it would 
be a fair and proper disposition of it considering the cirenmstances. At 
these evening sessions we have uniformly, so far as my information 
goes, refused to grant large pensions of that kind, except in one case. 
I do not know personally—not having been present then—of this fact, 
but only gather that from what I see in the RecokD. 


Without objection the House bill No. 





TR88 
Mr. McKENNA. This only an increase of $25 a month. It is 
not a showy pension, but an absolutely needed increas 


Mr. KILGORE. An increase from $50 to $100 


Mr. MCKENNA. No; an increase from $50 to$75 Chis lad } 
absolutely destitute circumstances. Her present } tsup 
port her. She has been compelled to spend what little s re 
with such accumulations as she had saved in times pa i ral 
invalid, almost blind daughter—I do not know but 1 é te 
blind. It is a very meritorious claim indeed. Gi 1 O 

only one of the gallantest of men, but one of tl é 
honorable. I knew him when I was a boy, and y \ 


to jt 
ing. 


Mr. KILGORE. 


mp overboard, endangering his own life, tosave a man fro1 


I know General Ord was distinguished soldier 


a 


and a gallant gentleman. That I know asa matter of fact He was 
for a time in Texas. But that is not the question here. The question 
is whether such legislation as this ought to be engaged in to-night. I 


do not know whether I ought to object, or whether if I did my obje 
tion now comes too late. Of course I could defeat the 

Mr. MCKENNA, hope the gentleman will not insist upon the ob 
jection. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam inclined to do that at present. 

Mr. MCKENNA. It is only an increase of $25, 
tleman will give this lady the benefit of the doubt existing in his mind. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered toa third reading. and 
being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. YODER moved to reconsider the several votes taken 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tabl 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM GALLAGHER. 

Mr. YODER. Inow ask unanimous consent to call uy Mr 
SHIVELY, my colleague, if there be no objection; and I hope there wil! 
be none. 

Mr. KILGORE. 


bill 


and I hope the gen 


and ; oO 


p a bill for 


You will not ask another? 

Mr. YODER. No. I ask that the Committee of th 
charged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10515 
pension of William Gallagher, and that the same be considered in the 
House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


W hole he dis- 


to increase the 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and | ereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of William Gallagher. late ay 
vate in Company D, Twenty-eighth Kegiment Kentucky Infantry \ eers 
to $20 per month, 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the b R 
10515) granting an increase of pension to William Gallagher, have had the 1 
inder consideration, and now report: 

The claimant is now receiving a pension of $10 permonth for gunshot wo ] 
of left hip. He filed application for increase June 22, 1587, for original disabi 
and resulting affection of both legs and rerating. The same was referred to a 
medical referee, who reported the claim for rejection on the ground of re- 
rating not warranted on medical grounds.’’ The evidence inthis case is purely 
medical, and the committee are of the opinion that the conclusion the med 
ical board making the examination under oath ought to be considered in pref 
erence to the opinion of the medical referee. The claimant w examined for 
increase by the examining board at South Bend, March 16, 1887, and the 
clude as follows: 

** He is,in our opinion,entitled to an rating for the disability caused by gun 
shot wound of left hip, and results.” 

Another examination was had by said board July 13, 1887, and after ’ g 
a full report concluded as follows 

“He is,in our opinion,entitled to an }# rating for the disability ca d by eur 
shot wound of left hip.” 

We therefore recommend that in line 6 strike out the word “twenty” and in- 


sert “ eighteen,”’ and, when so amended, we recommend the passage of the bil! 
The amendment recommended by the committee wus agreed to, and 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





I 
t 
i} 


9261 








The SPEAKER » te leman from Alabama [Mr. 
\ las é be pensioned at the 
i }'* 
i CHEADI i i € 
} } 
i I r at , 
vie | ‘ taught ol 
es ‘I Ww i Reg 
nt iwreead idl t is ordel l 
and read at ra i tL wasa 
he third time ! ] 
| ve to re r the wh i the bill was 
passed; and also moved t t t to ler be laid on the 
| table. 
| The latter motion was agreed t 
ELIZAI 
ELER I now ask unanimou to take up the bill 
to se the per 1of M I eth G. Scott. 
LADLI It will save t ( now that I will an- 
t at b 
,-ELER Mrs. Scott isa 
r. -ADLE. I wish to give notice t und to members pres- 
ent in this House that another bill shall: pass 1n violation of the 
tings of law if I am present unlessthere be acuorum. I have stated 
hat so many times that it does seem strange gentlemen should com- 
vel me to state it again and again, when I ha o often set forth my 
easons for objecting 
Mr. WHEELER. The gent objec netimes and sometimes 
he does not object 
Mr. CHEADLE. If I ever call up a bill that violates the ratings 
of the law, I hope gentlemen wil eit do ! would rather re- 
sign my seat than ask the House to pass a bill which was in violation 
of the ratings ot the la 
The SPEAKI ih prot ! Che ho ot 10 ) hav ng arrived, the 
House stands adjourned until Mor next, October 8, at 12 o’clock m. 
PRIVATE BILI NTRODUCED D REFERREI 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below 
| By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky \ '({i. Be BD =) for the relief « 
| John A. Yandell—to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11569) for the relief « Sarah Millikan—to the 
| Committee on War Claims. 
: Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11570) granting arrears of pen- 
on to Peter J. Hiatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McRAE: A bi H. R 


1] 
Houze—to the Committee on In 


11571) granting a pension to I. 


ilid Pension 


by request A bill (H. R. 11572) for the r 


By Mr. WHEELER i = 
lief of Mrs. Fannie Moore to the Committe ivalid Pensions. 
Che following petition was laid on the ¢ k’s desk, under the rule 
and referred as follows 
By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of estate of Donald Street, deceased, 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed. 

Mr. YODER moved to reconsider the vote by whi 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
table. 

rt 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1 the bill was 
ve laid on the 


vI 
] 


LOUISA ROGERS. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8549) 
granting a pension to Louisa Rogers. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author 
ized and directed to place the name of Louisa Rogers on the pension-roll, sub 
ject to the pension laws of the United States, she being the housekeeper a: 
dependent daughter of Charles T. Bell, who was late captain in Company 
Seventy-sixth Kegiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The SPEAKER ; The Chair is of the opinion that that 
would not give any pension. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to amend by inserting ‘ 

Mr. KILGORE. How much is asked by the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amount is blank. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Well, just pass it blank, and the Senate will fill 
it in by way of amendment. 


ro tempore. 


$12 a month.”’ 


ad | 


late of Alcorn County, Mississippi, and also James Conn, of Alcorn 
County, Mississippi, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE 


MONDAY, October 8, 1888. 





Prayer by Rev. C. B. RAMSDELL, of the of Washington. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and p- 
proved. 
DR. JOHN 1} READ 
The PRESIDENT V ot iImnpore, ‘7 he Chair lay be lore the \ a 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be rea 
The Secretary read as follows 
In tHE House oy KErResen’ s, October 4, 1388. 
| That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in accord e 
vith their request, the bill (H. R. 10635 ; the relief of Dr. John B. Read, and 
1lso to inform the Senate that the Speaker had signed the above-enrolled b 
| before receiving the message of recall from the Senate 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask that my motion to reconsider the vote on 


the passage of the bill be taken up and acted upon, and that the ord« 
for the third reading be reconsidered and the bill placed 
endar. Ido this in pursuance of an understanding with gentlemen 
interested affirmatively for the bill, that if that should be done it shall 
go on the Calendar and wait until December before it is again taken up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote 
by which the bill was passed and also the vote by which it was or- 


on the Cal 





CONGR 


reconsidered, and the bill placed on | 


no objection, and it is so ordered. 
MEMOR 

the petition of 

ointed at: 

imbia, hel 

,.and L st 


} 


i apuses 


) 


rrors in payment to w 


tilure to pay workingn 


t property and materia 


{ ing the u of t 

low up and otherwise improve the farm property of promi- 
> agents; 

ry ol laborers employed ¢ n pe rmit work 

id on the pay-rolls of the county strict; 

applying appropriat 

and diverting it to other u 


ng a gal 
middle di 


ions made by Congress for current re- 
roads 
Wasting an 


s wholly foreign; 


appropriation of $20,000 made for re pairs on 


sanctioning and employing at great loss to the District 


ict workingmen, imported contract Italian laborers on public | 


ous persecutions of faithful forem 
istrict 
id praying that the 
may be afforded. 
l move the 


, 
ved on D WOTKS; 


se charges be investigated, to the end that relief 


reference of the petition to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
de of Port Townsend, Wash., favoring changes in the boundaries 
of certain proposed new judicial districts provided for in the bill recently 
troduced by Mr. MITCHELL in the Senate, and now pending before 
the Committee on the Judiciary; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
\ bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 
\ bill (H. R, 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 
bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 
\ bill (H. R, 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; and 
\ bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes. 
\ir. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
1 was referred the bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, 
trator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, and for other purposes, re- 
t without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
so, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
Kt. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston, reported it 
:out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indetinitely. 


» prog 
+. 69045 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, 


MICH. 
Mr. VEST. From the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
I report without amendment, the bill (H. R. 9447) to re- 
store certain money to the fund for erecting a public building at the 
city of Detroit. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask that the bill be considered at present. 
not lead to any debate nor take any time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The preamble recites that two lots of land in the city of Detroit, 
Mich., contiguous to the present site of the post-office building in that 
city, were purchased by the Government as an addition to that site for 
the purpose of erecting a new public building thereon; that the pur- 
chase money paid for these lots was taken out of and deducted from 
the amount appropriated for the erection of the building, and that the 
project of erecting the building on these lots has been abandoned, and 
other lots of land purchased for that purpose. The bill therefore pro- 


favorably, 


It will 


poses that the Secretary of the Treasury shall sell these two lots of 


land for a sum at least equal to the purchase price paid by the Gov- 
ernment therefor, and restore to the appropriation for the building the 
amount realized from the sale. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
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ams employed and paid for by the | 


| his official bond as receiver of public 


n and inspectors | 
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ca Mf ' 
SA ROM TH 


House ot Represen ves, by ARK, its 
that the House had p 


» concurrence of th 


Mr. Cr 


following bills: in 


; 
nitea ; 


i imes Devine; 
ief of J. M. Hogan; 
t pension to Jemima} rlin 
. g¢ a pension to Charles E. Se 
H. R. 5043) for the relief of the Stockbrid 
Indi in the State of Wisconsin 
. 1 R. 5480) for the relief of James Iredell Meares; 
A bill . R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch: 
\ | (H. R. 7151) for the relief of A. N. Kimball and s 
I money 
ill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension 
(H. R. 9211) for the relief of Je 
H. R. 9297) 
H. R. 10099 
H. R. 10515) 


Jame 


Melchisedec Robins 


pension of William Gal 


for the relief of 


the relief of 


ior 


to increase the 


H. R. 11165) for tl 


he message also announce 


John Gray. 
louse had passed the following 


ill (S. 619) granting an ine ise of pension to Le: 
A bill (S. 664) for the relief of William R. 
Chamberlain, of California; 
A bill (S. 741) for the relief of William Tabb; 
A bill (8. 885) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 


pold Maye ry 


} 
| 
} Wheaton and Charles H. 


the 


\ bill (S. 1089) for the relief of Henrietta M. Sands, widow of 
late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, United States Navy; 
granting a pension to David Heinbach; 
granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 
for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; 
pension to William Smith; 


' 
i 
pension to Nancy Polock; 


A bill (S. 1219) 
A bill (S. 1614) 
A bill (S. 1671) 
A bill (S. 1926) 
A bill (S. 2567) 
A bill (S. 2593) 
A bill (S. 3018 
A bill (S. 3030 
A bill (S. 3 
ischewsky; 

A bill (S. ¢ 

A bill (S. ¢ 


granting a 
frantibg a a 
granting a pension to Sarah E. McNamara; 
granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee; 
granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; 

restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 


granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor; 
granting a pension to Abbie L. Ham; 

) granting a pension to Martha J. Cole; and 
A bill (S. : granting a pension to Easter A. Ja 
The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 

lowing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 

currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1199) for the relief of the est: ‘Joseph Fenno, deceased; 

\ bill (S. 1481) granting a pension to Ellen White Dowling; 

A bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor; and 

\ bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. Ord. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pen- 
sion of Sylvester Stearns. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a resolu 
tion for the appointment of a . t committee composed of six 
members of the Senate and House of Representatives to investigate the 
facts and circumstances connected with the building of the Washing 
ton aqueduct tunnel, etc., in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had directed the Clerk 
of the House to inform the Senate that the bill (S. 577) for the relief 
of the American Grocer Association of the city of New York has bee: 
mislaid and can not be found, and requested the Senate to furnish a 
duplicate of said bill. 


kson. 


a joint seie 


ENROLL 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they w: 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3300) to enable the State of Colorado to select ind 
nity lands, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing of decisions 
of the Department of the Interior regarding public lands and pensior 
for sale. 

' 


BILLS INTROD 


CED. 


Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3616) to provide for the forn 
tion of co-operative business corporations in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I move the reference of the bill to the Commitiee 































he PRESIDEN’ temp The bill will be el t ‘ 


mittee on Education and L: 





Mr. SPOONER introduce bill (S. 3617) grant t 
W. Boyd; which was read tw y its title, and ( 
mittee on Pensions 

He also introduced a Dl ] » 618) 2 inting a pe ) i 
Watts; which was read t e by its title, and reterred t 


lice E. Robertson; which was read twice b 


to the Committee on Claims. 


rl rhe Chair lays be 
m iti v 
r 














O > mt 5 
fi e relief of th American G er Asso on, of 
been mislaid and car i tthesS t 
of said bill. q 
he PRESIDE) he reque of t i . 
resentatives w if there be no « n i 
Chair hears od. 
YUEDUCT TUNNEI 
Mr. HALE. hair to lay before the Senate t 
from the Hous tatives in relation to the Washingt 
duct tunne 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before x 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representat I ‘ 


read. t 9 
The Secretary read as follows: 





























In THE HovusEe or REPRESENTA VES a 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurr That Ww 
heretofore performed upon the Washington aqneduct tunn ’ i t 
provisions of any contract made for the same or any portion i I 
facts and circumstances connected with the bidding for. t lettir ind ma I 
of said contracts, and all expenditure of moneys heretofore ap} if i 
work, together with the extent of any force employed in sa t 
ernment, the nature of the sameand the compensation paid therefor, shall f 
with be fully investi ed by a joint select committee of six nu ers, of wv i 
three shall be members of the Senate, to be appointed by t President 
Senate, and three shall be members of the House of Representatives, to b 
pointed by the Spe r. Said committee shall have at ty toemy, va < | edgetl 
and stenographer, and such experts as it may deem necessary for the investiga vritten 
tion. It may sit during the sessions of Congress or in recess, and shall have said app 
full power, either in full committee or subcommittee, to administer oaths and 
send for persons and papers, and to conduct the investigations either in Wash- | Mallett 
ington or in such places as may be deemed necessary, and shall make full re- | Gove it with g 
port of its proceedings and the conclusions arrived at, with such reecommenda- | the r ‘ : i 


tions as it may deem proper, to C ress on or before January 1, 1889 
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Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the resolutions be 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the reso! 

The PRESIDENT pro l¢ mpore. 
printed, under the rule. 


now considered. 
ntions go over and be printed. 
The resolutior 


MESSAGI 


THE 110 
from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
announced that the House bad passed the following 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
for the relief of J. W. Patterson; 

to place William J. Sowell on the rolls of the 


ROM 

A message 
its Chief Clerk, 
bills; in which 

A bill (H. R, 246 

A bill (H. BR. 2025 
Arkansas Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim; 

A bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; 

A bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 

A bill (H. BR. 3608) to grant an increase of pension to William E. 
Prince; 

A bill (H. R. 7887 
Harrison; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 


granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 
. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; 
. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co.; 
A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein; and 
A bill (H. 10606) to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, 
and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘ An 


act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of | 


dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the said port of Lincoln. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4601) to amend the naval 
record of Nickolas Lenschen, Peter Lenschen, and Loth Possum. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8962) 
for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint eer. 

A bill (S. 45) for the relief of Col. James C. Duane; 

A bill (8S. 70) to provide for warehousing fruit brandy; 

A bill (S. 1137) for the relief of Adam L. Epley; 

A bill (S. 3433) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept 
the surrender of and cancel land patents to Indians in certain cases; 

A bill (8. 3597) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace mil- 
itary reservation in Kansas; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Re- 
public a diploma conferring the decoration of Commander of the Na- 
tional Order of the Legion of Honor; and 

Joint resolution (8S. Rk. 112) authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 
ceive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland. 

ANTHONY L, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of Anthony L. 
Woodson, of Woodsonville, Ky., having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to said billand agree to the same 
with the following amendments: 

In line — strike out the amount $5,666.90 and insert $4,150.40. 

Strike out all after the word “ use,”’ in line 9,in the following words: ‘‘ And 
the further sum of $2,300, being the value of engineer stores taken in the same 
way for the construction of forts, stockades, etc., at or near Mumfordville, Ky.” 

To which the Senate agrees. 


WOODSON, 


JOHN C. SPOONER, 

JAMES K. JONES, 

JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

W. J. STONE, 

J. M. BROWER, 

T. R. STOCKDALE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
THE NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I offer the following resolution, and ask for 
its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Regents and Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, and 
Director of the United States National Museum be, and hereby are, directed to 
formulate and transmit to the Senate, at their earliest convenience, a schedule of 
classified service of the officers and emplo és of the National Museum, arranged 
aceording to duty and salary, as the same is required for the proper working of 
the Museum. 

Mr. HOAR. From what committee does that come? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. From none. It is a resolution that I in- 
troduced in order to get the information. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire for information—I have no 
doubt it is all right—have we authority to impose directions on the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution and the Director of the National 
Museum? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The resolution relates mainly to the Na- 
tional Museum, which, I suppose, we have a right to call upon for in- 
formation, It might be different as to the Smithsonian Institution, 
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1s will lie over and be | 
| of Departments, which rests on unbroken usage from the beginning of 


| reserved by statute. 


| be printed in the 


fYOTOBER 8, 


but as the resolution reiates to the Museum, I presume we have that 


authority. 
Mr. 


There is no reason why we should not have it. 
HOAR. We have authority to give such directions to the heads 
the Government, but I am not aware that one House of Congress has 
a right to order an executive officer of the Government to do anything 
for its convenience, especially that we have such control over the Re 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. It may be there is such authorit 

I shall not interpose an objection to the resolu 
tion, because I know personally the officers referred to would be anxious 
to communicate the information, and it is the desire of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

VIOLATIONS OF CIVIL-SERVICE LAW. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the concurrent resolution offered by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] on a previous day 


requesting the Attorney-General to inform the Senate whether he has 
| any information concerning violations of the civil-service law. 


The 
Senator who offered the resolution not being in his seat, if there be no 
objection the resolution will lie over, retaining its place on the Calen- 
dar of current business for to-morrow morning. 
THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re 
lation to the collection of the revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate, 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Mr. ALLISON. As this is along bill and the Senate is familiar with 
its provisions, at least with those of the original House bill, Lask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the bill at length may be dispensed 
with, and that as the substitute is read it may be open to amendment; 
that is to say, that the formal reading of the bill may be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator from Iowa if there is any objec- 
tion to having the measure printed in the RecorD? 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been printed in the Recorp, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, it has not been printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. The reports were printed in the REcoRD. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isit proposed that both the bill and the substitute 
RECORD? 

I suppose there is no objection to so printing the bil! 
and amendment, if the Senator suggests it. 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, [make thatsuggestion. My purpose, of course, 
is to get the amendment of the Senate Committee on Finance before the 
country. The bill itself has been before the country. It is a House 
bill, and has been printed, I believe, in various forms. I have no ob- 
jection to the bill goingin. My request, though, was as to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection certainly to the amendment 
being printed in the ReEcorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. HARRIS. If either is printed in the RecorD, let the bill and 
amendment both be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about to suggest that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the bill and 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance will be printed 
in the RecorpD. It is so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue. 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the Ist day of October, 1888, the following 
articles mentioned in this section, when imported, shall be exempt from duty 

Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building wharves 

Timber, squared or sided. 

Wood unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for. 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other articles of sawed lumber. 

Hubs for wheels, posts, last-blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-biocks, gun-blocks 
heading-blocks, and all like blocks or sticks, rough, hewn, or sawed only. 

Staves of wood. 

Pickets and palings. 

Laths. 

Shingles. 

Clapboards, pine or spruce. 


as in 


It will be so ordered, if there be no 


Mr. HARRIS. 


0g8. 

Provided, That if any export duty is laid upon the above-mentioned articles, 
or either of them, by any country whence imported, all said articles imported 
from said country sha!l be subject to duty as now provided by law. 

Salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, or . bulk, when imported 


from any country which does not charge an duty upon salt exported 
from the United States. 
Flax straw. 


Flax, not hackled or dressed. 


mport 
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1 othe getable fibers. 
ug 60 inches in width, of flax, ju or he », or of which 
eit r of them, shall be the component aterial of chief 
anh. - 
Machinery designed for the conversion of jute or jute-but ito cotton bag 
ging, to wit, cards, roving-frames, winding-fr es, and softeners 
Iron or steel sheets, or plates, or taggers iron, coated W ith tin or lead, or with 
a mixture of which these metals is a component part, by the dipping or any 
other process, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers 
tin. 


Beeswax. 

Glycerine, crude, brown, 
temperature of sixty 

Pacepnoras 


the spex ifie gravity of 1.25 or k 


it, not purified by refinin 


or yellow, o 
degrees Fahrenhe 


























Soap-stocks, fit only for use as s 

Soap, hard : and soft, all which are t otherwise specially enumerat r pro 
vided f 

Secen-dte 

ext of I slock, and other bark used for tanning. 

In xtracts of, and carmined, 

Iodine, resublimed, 

Ol, croton 

Hemp- nd rap seed ¢ 

Petroleum, 

Alumina—alum, patent alum, alum substitute, sulphate of mina 1 - 
minous cake, and alum in crystals or ground. 

All imitations of natural mineral waters, and aii artificial eral waters 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactur 

Boracic acid, borate of lime, and borax. 

Copper, sulphate of, or blue vitriol. 

Iron, sulphate of, or copperas. 

Potash, crude, carbonate of, or fused, 1d caustic potash 

hlorate of potash and nitrate of pot or saltpeter crude 

Sulphate of potash. 

Sulphate of soda, known as salt cake, crude or refined, or ni uke, crude or 
refined, and Glauber’s salt. 

Nitrate of soda. 

Sulphur, refined, in rolls. 

W ood-tar. 

‘oal-tar, crude, 

Aniline oil and its homologue 

Coal-tar, products of, such as naphtha, benzine, benzole, dead o and. pitch 

All preparations of coal-tar not colors or dyes, and not acids of colors and 


dyes. 
Log-wood and other dyewoods, 
Alizarine, natural or artificial. 
Spirits of turpentine. 
Ocher and ochery earths, 
Olive-oil, salad oil, cottonseed oil, 


extracts and decoctions of. 





umber and umber ea 
whale cil, 


seal oil and neats-foot oil. 


a 


All barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, and excres- 
cences, such as nut-galis, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, grains, gums, and gum 
resins, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, and stems, vegetables, seeds, 


and seeds of morbid growth, weeds, woods used expressly for dyeing, and dried 
insects, any of the foregoing which are not edible and not specially enumera 
ted or provided for. 





All non-dutiable crude minerals, but which have been advanced in value or 
condition by refining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not 
specially enumerated or provided for. 

All earths or clays unwrought or unmanufactured. 

Glass plates or discs unwrought, for use in the manufacture of optical instru 
ments, spectacles, and eye glasses. 

Opium, crude and not adulterated, containing 9 per cent. and over of morphia 





for medicinal purposes. 
[ron and steel cotton ties or hoops, for baling or other purposes, not thinner 
than No. 20 wire gauge. 





Needles, sewing, darning, knitting, and all others not specia enumerated 

or provided for in this act. 
Copper, imported in the form of ores, regulus of, and black or coarse copper 

and copper cement, old copper fit only for remanufacture 

Antimony, as regulusor metal. 

Quicksilver, 

Chromate of iron or chromic ore. 

Mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwr xht t spe 


enumerated or provided for. 
Brick, other than fire-brick. 
German looking-glass plates, made of blown glass and silvered 
Vegetables in their naturai state or in salt or brine, not specially 
or provided for 
Chicory root, ground or unground, burnt or prepared. 
Acorns and dandelion root, raw or prepared, and all othe 
intended to be 


enumerated 





r articles used, or 





used, as coffee or substitutes therefor, not specially enumerated 
or prov ided for. 
Cocoa, prepared or manufactured, 
Dates, 
Currants, Zante or other. 
Figs. 


Meats, game and poultry. 

Milk, fresh. 

Egg yelks. 

Beans, pease, and split pease. 

Bibles, books, and pamphlets, printed in other languages than English, and 
books and pamphlets and all publications of foreign gove nents, and . publi- 
cations of foreign societies, historical or scientific, printed for gratuitous distri- 
bution. 

Bristles. 

Bulbs and bulbous roots, not medicinal. 

Feathers of all kinds, crude or not dressed, colored, 

Finishing powder. 

Grease. 

Grindstones, finished or unfinished. 

Curled hair, for beds or mattresses, 

Human hair, raw, uncleaned and not drawn. 

Hemp and rape seed, and other oil-seeds of like character. 

Garden seeds. 

Osier or willow, prepared for basket-makers’ use, 

Broom-corn. 

Brush-wood. 

Rags, of whatever material composed, 





or manufactured, 
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Wact not sue 1 
Sy ® That on tl of ¢ 888 in . ‘ e 
ed « t het ed, the s ’ 
and paid t f ving rates : i es severa 
Cailycer e, re i s 
Acid etic ‘ Ss, or py ! “ f 
1.047, 5 cents p I ind 
Castor beans or seeds, 2 ts 
Cast , 40 cent er ga 
Flaxseed or linseed o L5 ce 4 rg 
Licorice, paste or! s, 5 cents per p« d 
roe per cent. ad va t 
Ba ulphate of, or barytes, manufact ! 
Chr aaah of putenta. § cents per vd 
B head ate of 2} cents |} px 
Acetate of les n, 2 cents per pe 1 
Acetate of lead, w te, 3 cents per } d 
White lead, whe rv orin pulp, or when g ind 1 ‘ + k 
pound, 
Orange i I and read lead 3 pe ! 
Litharge ents per pound 
te lead, 2 cents per ! 
edi« al rhor ‘ 3 a | 
cal ! ents per ] i 
sulpha of, or Eps« salts ent r 
of potas red c s « 
of vellow t 
Pp efined. or refir leenty pound 
Sal soda, ox vstals, one-eig per p i 
Bicarbonate super-carbonate of soda, and saleratus arl 
sh, ro four cent per pc d, 
" iedineie oe anuatl soda. one-half of leen j 
Soda silicate or other alkaline s ate ne-fe th ty ! 
Sulphur, sublimed or flowers of, $12 per t 
Ultramarine, 3 cents per pound 
Paris green, 124 per cent. ad valoret 
Colors and paints, ir ng #, whether dry mixed, « 1 with 
water or oil, not specially enumerated or provided 10 per cent. ad va 
Zine, oxide of, when dry, 1 ec per pound; when g ind in <« & | 
I nd 
All medicinal prepar ~ ‘ ites 4 es, de s, emul- 
sions, extracts, s« d or fluid ale . ices + en ~ iixtures 
mucilages, ointments, oleo-resins, | I rs, p $s, resins, supposit + 
sirups, vineg ind waters, « inv « Ww h alco n a I ent part, 
which are not specially enumera | ided cer ! r 
All ground or powdered sy} 4 ane ally « ed ; i 
cents per pound 
Proprietary preparations, to wit: All « ties, pills, y lers,t 
enges, sirups, cordials, b anodynes, t es, plasters rents 
ments, pastes, drops, wat essences, spirits, oils prepa s » 
tions recommended to the pul is p rie ry 3 pre red r 
to some private formula as remedies « sy { te i SEUNG « ‘ Ss 
affections affecting the human or animal body, including all t t 
whatever used as applications to the hair, mouth, t th.or s “ 
enumerated or provided for, 30 per cent. ad valor: 
Morphia or morphine and all salts thereof, 50 cx ‘ 
Acid, tannic or tannin, 50 cer per poun¢ 
China, porcelain, parian, and bisque, earthen, st ! hn ‘ 
posed of earthy or mineral substance, including } 1es, orna t i 
vases, and statuettes, painted, printed, ename 1, on led, or othe 
rated in any manner, 50 per cent. ad vy rem 
China, porcelain, parian, and bisque ware not de« ated y ) 
per cent. ad valorem. 
White granite, common ware, plain white « ‘ < ed red « 
printed under glaze 1a single cc sp y edg a ) per 
er cent. ad valorem 
Brown earthenware, common stonew gas-re - d roofing rt 
specially enumerated or provided for, and not decorated in any manne ) r 
cent. ad valorem 
All other earthen, stone, and crockery ware, white, colored, or bisque 
posed of earthy or mine 1 substances, not specially « mie ted « | d 
for in this act, and not decorated in any manner, 35 per cent. ad va 
Paving tiles, not encaustic, per cent.ad valore: 
Eneaustic tiles, not glazed or enameled, 30 per cent. ad valore 
All glazed or ename led tiles, 40 per cent.ad valor 
Slates, slate pencils, slate chimney-pieces, mantels - es j | 
other manufactures of slate, 20 per cent. ad valore 
Green and colored glass bottles, v : irboys ‘ l- 
covered), pickle or preserve jars, ar r plain ‘ r pressed g ana 
colored bottle glass, not cut, engraved, or painted i ‘ i ited 
or provided for, 1 cent per pound; if filled, and not ot wise p 4 
the contents are subject to an ad valorem dut ortoar of duty bases the 
value, the value of such bottles, vials, or other vess« le 
of the contents for the ascertainment of the d ul e¢ t 
filled and not otherwise provided for, and the conte ‘ . ‘ 
valorem duty or to a rate of duty based on their value, t - i ‘ 
1 cent per pound in addition to the duty, if or eir < 
Cylinder and crown giass, polished, above 24} 
ceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 cents per square foot ‘ 4 
per square foot. 
Unpolished cylinder, crown, and e« n vindow-glas ‘ 
15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that nd ‘ { 
inches square, lj cents per por above tl and 1 ‘ 16s 
square, 2 cents per pound; all above that 2} cents 7 i: J That 
unpolished cylinder, crown, and common wi W t n 
taining 50 square feet as near is sizes W per t na ‘ 
mercially designated as 50 feet of ginas, s t i ‘ ) 
ceed 55 pounds of glass per box, shail be enter puted } 
of glass only; and that said kinds of glass impor i in boxe is 
arly as sizes will ner t. W feet o iss. now } wt j ner gy 
I ated us 50 fec f s, double tl k and not ex i Vy t 
ntered a uted ¢ pounds of glass « t ‘ 4 
1e du ty shall } ited a rding to th Actua 
Cast polished plate-glass, silvered, or looking-gia I 
inches square and 10t exceeding 74 by hes square ‘ pers t 
all above that, 45 cents per square foot 
Pores sin and Be nian glass, cher giassware. pa oe ‘ ed 
glass, and all other ufactures of class ¢ n- 
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bars and raily S ma ) f el, ghing moretha 
he yard, $11 per ton, 
rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch wide nor 
eighths of 1 inch thick, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; com 
ron not less than three-fourths of 1 inch in diameter, and squar 
less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, and flats less than 1 inch wide 
43 than three-eighths of | inch thick, round iron less than three-fourths of | 
| not less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, and square iron 
three-fourths of 1 ineh square, 1 cent per pound: Provided, That all 
bs, blooms, loops, or other forms less tinished than iron in bars, and 
ced than pig-iron, except castings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and 
rdi and none of the above iron shall pay a less rate of duty 
m: Provided further, That all iron bars, blooms, bil- 
apes of any kind, in the manufacture of which charcoal is 
be subject to a ity of not less than $20 per ton. 
nor steel t ails, weighing not over 25 pounds to the yard $1 
iron or steel flat rails $15 per ton. 
Riound iron, in coils or 1 _ less than seven-sixteenths of 1 in 


specia numerated or pro 


1 
i 
re 


snd bars or shapes lex on, not 
nt per pound, 
Iron or steel flat with longitudinal ribs, for the manufa ire of fen 
per pound, 
common or black ner than Lineh and not thinner than No 
re, Lcent per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gaugeand not thinner 
: e gauge, one and one-tenth of 1 per cent. per pound; thinner 
No. 25 wire gauge and not thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, one and one- 
urth of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No, 29 wire gauge, and all iron com 
mercially known as common or black taggers iron, whether put up in boxes or 
bundles or not, 30 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That on all such iron and 
stee! sheets or plates aforesaid excepting on what are known commercially as 
tin-plates, terne plates, and taggers tin, when galvanized or coated with zinc or 
spelter,or other metals,or any alloy of those metals, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound additional when not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge; thinner than No. 
20 wire gauge and not thinner than No. 25 wire gau one-half cent per pound 
additional,and when thinner than 25 wire gauge, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound additional. 


lloop, or band, or s« 


hs of a cent 


t 
1 
i 


her iron, 8 inches or less in width, and not 


t! ner than No. 10 wire gauge, ! cent per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire 
gauge and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner 
20 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per pound: Provided, That all articles not 
enumerated or provided for, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 
sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron herein provided for, or of 
such sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron shall be the material of 
value, shall pay one-fo of 1 cent per pound more duty than that im- 
posed on the iron from which they are made, or which shall be such material 
f value. 
iron pipe of every description, six-tenths of 1 cent 
ails and spikes, of iron or steel, 1 cent per pound 
tacks, brada, or r > per cent. ad valorem 

1 or steel railway fish-plates or splice-bars, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound, 
Wrought-iron or stecl spikes, nut 

ents per pound, 

Anvils, anchors, or parts thereof, mill-irons and mill-cranks, of wrought-iron, 
and wrought-iron for ships, and forgings of iron and steel, for vessels, steam- 
engines and locomotives, or parts thereof, weighing each 25 pounds or more, I 
cents per pound 

[ron or stee! rivets, bolts, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt blanks, and 
finished hinges or hinge blanks, 1} cents per pound. 

Iron or steel blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track-tools, wedges, and 
crow bars, 1} cents per pound 

Iron or steel axles, parts thercof, axle bars, axle blanks, or forgings for axles, 
without reference tothe stage or state of manufacture, 1} cents per pound. 

Horseshoe nails, hob-nails,and wire nails, and all other wrought-iron or steel 
nails, not specially enumerated or provided for, 2} cents per pound, 

»iler-tubes, or other tubes, or flues, or stays, of wrought-iron or steel, 1} 
cents per pound, 

Chain or chains, of all kinds, made of iron or steel, less than three-fourths of 
l inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; lessthan three-fourths of 1 inch and not 
less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound; less than 
three-eighths of l inch in diameter, 2 cents per pound. 

Hand, back, and all other saws, not specially enumerated or provided for, 30 
per centum ad valorem. 

Files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats of all cuts and kinds, 35 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

Iron or steel beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT 
columns and posts, or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb 
beams, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes of,iron or 

1, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound 


s, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes. 


steel, 

Steel wheels and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, whether wholly 
partly finished, and iron or steel locomotive, car,and other railway tires, or 
paris thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 2 cents per pound; iron or steel 
ingots, cogged ingots, blooms or blanks for the same without regard to the de- 
gree of manufaeture, 1} cents per pound. 

Iron and steel wire and iron and steel wire, galvanized, and all manufactures 
of iron and steel wire and of iron and steel wire galvanized shall pay the duties 
now provided by law: Provided, That no such duty shall be in excess of 69 per 
eent.ad valorem. 

Clippings from new copper, fit only for manufacture, 1 cent per pound. 

Copper in plates, bars, ingots, Chili or other pigs, and in other forms, not 
manufactured, 2 cents per pound; in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, 
sheets, rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Lead ore and lead dross, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Lead, in pigs and bars, molten and old refuse lead run into blocks, and bars 
and old serap lead fit only to be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound. Lead in 
sheets, pipes, or shot, 2} cents per pound. 

Sheathing or yellow metal, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Nickel, in ore or matte, 10 eents per pound on the nickel contained therein. 

Zine ores, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Zine spelter, or tutenegue, in bloeks or pigs, and old worn-out zinc fit only to 
be remanufactured, 1} cents per pound; zine, spelter or tutencgue, in sheets, 2 
cents per pound, 

Hollow ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 2} cents per pound. 

Needles for knitting ahd sewing-imachines, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Pens, metallic, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Type metal, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

New type for printing, 15 per cent, ad valorem. 

Manufactures, articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for, 
composed wholly or in part of copper, 35 per cent. ad valorem; manufactures, 
articles, or wares, not specially enumerated or provided for, composed of iron, 








Manufact 
satinwood 
Manufactures of 
pecially enumerated « 
Lils ars! ove N 
follows 
tandard in color, all tank bott 
concentrated melada, concrete and 
» polariscope not above seventy-five degre 
sund, and for every additional degree or { 
i shall pay thirty-two th 


»r shall be classified by the Di 
namely 
No. 16 Dutch standar 2. its per 


No. 20 Dutcl andard, 2.4 nts ner 


2.50 cents per pound. 
es by the polariscope, shall pay a 
duty of 2} cents . g above fifty-six degrees shall pay a 
duty of 6 cents per g yt yvided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be 
laid upon sugar or m : yy any country from whence the same may be im 
ported, such » imported shall be subject to duty as provided 
by law at the di massage of this act. 
Sugar candy, n lored, ts per pound 
All other confectionery, 4 r cent.ad valorem. 
Potato or corn starch, rice arch, and other starch, 1 cent per pound. 
Rice, cle d, 2 cents per pound; uncleaned, or rice free of the outer bull, and 
ii ig the inner cu c . 1} cents per pound. 
I r cent. ad valorem. 
} lon, 1 cent per pound, 


nt per pound; shelled, 


r pi ‘ved, in bottles or otherwise, 6 cents per poun 
arn, Warps, or warp yarn, whether single or advanced beyo 
rle by twisting two or more single yarns together, whet 
ams or 1 es, skeins, or cops, or in any other form, valued at not e> 
ng 40 cer er pound, 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued 10 cents] 
nd, 40 per cent 1 valorem 

mn all cotton cloth, 40 per cer 1 valorem. 

Spool-thread of cotton, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Flax, hackled, known as dressed line, $10 per ton. 

Brown and bleached linens, ducl canvas, paddings, cot bottoms, diape: 
crash, huckabacks, handkerchiefs, lawns, or other manufactures of flax, jute, o 
hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the component material of chief 
value, not specially enumerated or provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem: Pr 
vided, That culls, collars, shirts, and other manufactures of wearing appar 
made in whole or in partof linen not oth ise provided for, and hyd: 
hose, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Flax, hemp, and jute yarns, and all twines of hemp, jute, jute-butts, sunn, 
grass, ramie, and China grass, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

lax or linen thread, twine, and packed thread and all manufactures of 
or of which flax shall be the component material of chief value, not specia 
enumerated or provided for, 25 per cent.ad valorem. 

Oil-cloth foundations, or floor-cloth canvass, or burlaps, exceeding 69 in: 
in width, made of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp, or either 
them, shall be the component material of chief value, 25 per cent.ad valorem 

Oil-cloths for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, and on all other oil-cloth (ex- 
cept silk oil-cloth), and on water-proof cloth, not otherwise provided for, 25 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

Gunny-cloth, not bagging, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Bags and bagging, and like manufactures, not specially enumerated or pro- 

ided for, including bagging for cotton composed wholly orin part of flax, hemp, 

runny cloth, gunny bags, or other material, three-cighths cent per pound. 
ibles or cord ‘ 
n ranila cord ‘r cent. ad valorem. 

All other untarred cordage, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Seines and seine and gilling twine, 25 per cent. ad valorem, 

Sail duck, or canvas for sails, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Russia and other sheetings, of flax or hemp, brown or white, 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

All other manufactures of hemp or manila, orof which hemp or manila shail 
be a component material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided 

r, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Grass-cloth, and other manufactures of jute, ramie, China, and sisal grass, not 
specially enumerated or provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That 
as to jute, jute-butts, sunn, and sisal grass, and manufactures thereof, except 
burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, this act shall take effect January |, 

nd as to flax, hemp, manila, and other like substitutes for hemp, and the 

ctures thereof, upon July J, 1889. : 

On and after October 1, 1888, there shall be admitted, when imported, 
free of duty: 

All wools, hair of the alpaca, gcat, and other like animals. 

Wools on the skin. 

Woolen rags, shoddy, mungo, waste, and flocks. 

And on and after January 1, 1889, in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed on 
the articles here fter mentioned in this section, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid the following rates of duty on said articles severally: 

Woolen and worsted cloths, shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every 
description, made wholly or in part of wool or worsted, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Flannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods, and all goods made on knittin; 
frames, balmorals, woolen and worsted yarns, and all manufactures of every 
description, composed wholly or in part of wool or worsted, the hair of the 
alpaca, goat, or other animals, not specially enumerated or provided for, 40 per 
cent. ad valorem: Provided, That from and after the passage of this act, and 
until thé Ist day of October, 1888, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to classify as woolen cloth all imports of worsted 
cloth, whether known under the name of worsted cloth or under the names of 
‘*worsteds” or *‘diagonals,”’ or otherwise. 

Bunting, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and goo is 
of like description, composed in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, 
goat, or other animals, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Clothing, ready-made, and wearing apparel of every description, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for, and balmoral skirts and skirting and goods 
of similar description or used for like purposes, composed wholly or in part o 
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3 i Kin i 1 « ce . n 
< at 1 i ‘ i} t 
or] reof, of whatever material composed, 1 spe } 
pro ) per ad valorem | 
I ii 3UCTICT 1ALCHhES OF All dé j 3 | it 
‘ ll desc i r ps ally Lat t 
vi ; Y i K Sha } < : 
ad valore1 ph rral 
( 1 wads of all descriptions, 25 per cent. ad valorem pt ssional artists 1 ~ - 
(rulta-percha, manufactured I I 5 ny 1 ex 1.ius 
enumerated or provided for, 3 : of u ‘ { 
Hair, human, if clean or drawn, but not manufactured, 20 per cent va- | pers ul ts 3 . te 
kk ni. | to fre e r Z t >e ‘ 
Bracelets, braids, chains, rings, curls, and ringlets com} l of ha r of | may prese: and bonds \ ‘ j 
which hair isthe component material of chief val and fa of | sury t I t 
human hair, 25 per cent. ad valorem. ! 1 5 i s 
ifats, materials for: Braids, plaits, flats, willow sheets and s res, f is ifter s i 
use in making or ornamenting hats, bounets,and hoods, c posed of straw sury ma i 3 
chip, grass, palm-leaf, willow, hair, whalebone, or any vegeta mater t | hsinca wi 
specially enumerated or provided for, 20 per cent. ad valorem. } earing o 
Hat bodies of cotton, 30 per cent. ad valorem t 
ilutters’ plush, composed of silk or of silk and ton, 151 t. ad ! Sar has 
Inks of all kinds, and ink powders, 20 per cent. ad valoren yent or ne j s res ‘5 t = 
Japanned ware of all kinds not specially enumerated or { rhat s nu 7 of ed 
cent ad valorem. { , ernal-rever tax 
Kaolin crude, $1 per ton. So t t it shall read as f Ww 
China clay or wrought kaolin, $2 per ton Whenever imported er i : tt 
Marble of all kinds, in block rough or squared, 40 cent t d base r 
Marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including ma ‘ . pav y shal ed t 
ing-tiles, 85 cents per cubic foot | merchandise, at the t ‘ ‘ t 
All manufactures of marble not specially enumerated or 1 for, 20 r | arkets of t 
cent. ad valorem. | such merch 
Papier-maché, manufactures nd wares of, 25 pe ‘ | or y t 
Percussion caps, 30 per cent em | cases, crates 
Philosophical apparatus ind instruments, 25 per cen i em ij and « enses ‘ I 
Umbrella and parasol ribs, and stretcl tips, runners or | f S nent 
other parts thereof, when made in whole t« 1, stee rany other | 1olding | t : ? 
metal, 30 per cent. ad valorem; 1 rellas rask and shad when covered | t ott tha 
with silk or alpaca, 50 per cent. ad valo: rumb pe I 1} o such 
yalorem. e to ~ 
Watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, parts of watch itch-glasses, and | r 
watch-keys, whether separately packed or otherwise, and watch materials not sacks 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent lv 
Webbing, composed of cotton, flax, or a mixture of these materials, not e- | ~ ] 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valore1 | i 4 
Src. That the following amen« *nts to provisions ré s t ‘ 
shall take effect on and after the passage and approval of this a is I 
Section 6 of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled *‘An act to reduce ter rev- | 251 ‘ 
e » taxation, and for other purposes,” providing a substit r title oft 
tevised Statutes of the United States. is he I th ‘ 
sect is and parts of sections or schedules i u i at the i « 
shall be as follows, respectively : i byt oO 
“Sec. 2499. Each and every imported article n lor pre j | ‘ t 
any schedule in this title, which is similar, eit jual , text j 
or the use to whic nay be applied, to any articl i this t Crea 
chargeable with duty, shall ps same rate of duty which is levied « th sons ma r 
enumerated article which it ibles in any of the par | the } : ‘ 
mentioned; and ifany no 1 artic jually resem i ) 4 
enumerated articles on wh t rates of duty are chargea ull | should « i 
be levied on such non-enumerated » the same rate of dut is « ore of the e t \ 
on the article which it resembles pa g the highest of t i ‘ t 
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Declaration of consignee, importer, or agent. 

“7. do solemnly and truly declare that the invoice and bill of lad- 
ing now presented by me to the collector of are the true and only invoice 
and bill of lading by me received of all the goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
ported in the ———, whereof ———- ———- is master, from , for account of 
any person whomsoever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; that the 
said invoice and bill of lading are in the state in which they were actually re- 
ceived by me, and that I do not know nor believe in the existence of any other 
invoice or bill of lading of the said goods, wares, and merchandise; that the 
entry now delivered to the collector contains a just and true account of the said 
goods, wares, and merchandise, according to the said invoice and bill of lading; 
that nothing has been, on my part, nor tomy knowledge on the partof any other 
person, concealed or suppresseq whereby the United States may be defrauded 
of any part of the duty lawfully due on thesaid goods, wares, and merchandise ; 
that the said invoice and the declaration therein are in all respects true, and 
were made by the person by whom the same purports to have been made; and 
that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, or in the 
account now rendered of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive 
any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the same known tothe 
collector of this district. And Ido further solemnly and truly declare that to 
the best of my knowledge and belief [insert the name »nd residence of the 
owner or owners] is [or are] the owner [or owners] of the goods, wares, and 
merchandise mentioned in the annexed entry; that the invoice now produced 
by me exhibits the actual cost [if purchased] or the actual market value or 
wholesale price |if otherwise obtained], at the time of exportation in the prin- 
cipal markets of the country where procured, of the sa d goods, wares, and 
merchandise, including the value of all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, and 
covering of any kind, and all other costs, charges, and expenses incident to 
placing said goods, wares, and merchandise in condition packed ready for ship- 
ment to the United States, and no other or different discount, bounty, or draw- 
back but such as has been actually allowed on the same.”’ 


** Declaration of owner in cases where merchandise has been actually purchased. 


“I, —— ——., do solemnly and truly declare that the entry now delivered 
by me to the collector of ——— contains a just and true account of all the goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me, in the — , whereof 
is master, from — ; that the invoice and entry which I now pro- 
duce contain a just and faithful account of the actual cost of the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise, including the value of all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, 
sacks, and coverings of any kind, and all other costs, charges, and expenses in- 
cident to placing said goods, wares, and merchandise in condition packed, ready 
for shipment to the United States, and no other discount, drawback, or bounty 
but such as has been actually allowed on the same; that I do not know nor be- 
lieve in the existence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those now pro- 
duced by me, and that they are in the state in which I actually received them. 
And I further solemnly and truly declare that I have notin the said entry or in- 
voice concealed or suppressed anything whereby the United States may be 
defrauded of any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and 
merchandise; that the said invoice and the declaration thereon are in all re- 
spects true, and were made by the person by whom the same purports to have 
been made; and that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the saidin- 
voice or in the account now produced of the said goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the same 
known to the collector of this district.” 


“Declaration of manufacturer or owner in cases where merchandise has not 
been actually purchased.’ 


“J, —_—— ———, do solemnly and truly declare that the entry now delivered 
by me to the collector of — contains a justand true account of all the goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me in the , whereof 
is master, from ; that the said goods, wares, and merchandise 
were not actually bought by me, or by my agent,in the ordinary mode of bar- 
gain and sale, but that nevertheless the invoice which I now produce cont ins 
a just and faithful valuation of the same, at their actual market value or whole- 
sale price at the time of exportation,in the principal markets of the country 
where procured for my account [or for account of myself or partners]; that the 
said invoice contains also a just and faithful account of all the cost of finishing 
said goods, wares, and merchandise to their present condition, including the 
value of all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, and coverings of any kind, and all 
other costs and charges incident to placing said goods, wares, and merchandise in 
condition packed, ready for shipment tothe United States, and no other discount, 
drawback, or bounty but such as has been actually allowed on the said goods, 
wares, and merchandise; and the said invoice and the declaration thereon are 
in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom thesame purports 
to have been made; that I do not know nor believe in the existence ae in- 
voice or bill of lading other than those now produced by me, and that they are 
in the state in which f actually received them. And I dofurthersolemnly and 
truly declare that I have notin the said entry or invoice concealed or suppressed 
anything whereby the United States may be defrauded of any part of the duty 
lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and merchandise; and thatif atany time 
hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, or in the account now pro- 
duced of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive any other invoice of 
the same, I will immediately make the same known to the collector of this dis- 
trict.” 

Sec. 8. That any person who shall knowingly make any false or untrue state- 
ment in the declarations provided for in the preceding section, or shall aid or 
procure the making of any such false statement as to any matter material 
thereto, shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not exceeding 
$5,000, or by imprisonment at hard labor not more than three years, or both, 
within the discretion of the court: Provided, That nothing in this section shal] 
be construed to relieve imported merchandise from forfeiture for any cause else- 
where provided by law 

Sec, 9. That sections 2970 and 2983 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
are hereby amended so that the same shall be, respectively, as follows: 

** Sec, 2970. Any merchandise deposited in bond in any publicor private bonded 
warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption within three years from the date 
of original importation, on payment of the duties and charges to which it may 
be subject by law atthe time of such withdrawal: Provided, That nothing herein 
shall aftect or impair existing provisions of law in regard to the disposal of per- 
ishable or explosive articles.”’ 

‘Sec, 2983. In no ease shall there be any abatement of the duties orallowance 
made for any injury, damage, or deterioration sustained by any merchandise 
while deposited in any publicor private bonded warehouse: Provided, That the 
duty assessed on merchandise withdrawn from any such warehouse shall be as- 
sessed on the quantity withdrawn therefrom atthe timeof such withdrawal; but 
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no greater allowance for leakage or evaporation of wines, liquors, and distilled | 


spirits shall be made than is or may be allowed by law on domestic spirits or wines 
in bond: And provided further, That nothing in this section asamended shall re- 
strict or in any way affect the liability of the proprietors of bonded warehouses 
on their bonds: And provided further, That nothing herein shall restrain or 
limit the exercise of the authority conferred on the Secretary of the Treasury 
by section 2984 of the Revised Statutes.”’ 

Src, 10. That sections 2803 and 3058 of the Revised Statutes be amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec, 2803. Any baggage or personal effects arriving in the United States in 
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transit to any foreign country may be delivered by the parties having it in charge 
to the collector of the proper district, to be by him retained, without the pay- 
ment or exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such collectorto the 
collector of the port of departure, and to be delivered to such parties on their 
departure for their foreign destination, under such rules, regulations, and fees 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.”’ 

“Sec, 3058. All merchandise imported into the United States shall, for the pur- 
pose of this title, be deemed and held to be the property of the person to whom 
the merchandise may be consigned; but the holder of any bill of lading con- 
signed to order and properly indorsed shall be deemed the consignee thereof; 
and in case of the abandonment of any merchandise to the underwriters, the 
latter may be recognized as the consignee.” 

Sec, 11. That authority is hereby given to the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his discretion to dispense whenever expedient with the triplicate invoices and 
consular certificates now required by sections 2853, 2854, 2855 of the Revised stat- 
utes of the United States; and triplicate invoices and consular certificates shall 
in no ease be required when the value of the merchandise shipped by any one 
consignor, in any one vessel. at one and the same time does not exceed $100; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with the concurrence of the Secretary of State, is 
hereby authorized to make such general regulations in regard to invoices and 
consular certificates as in his judgment the public interest may require. 

Sec, 12. That all fees exacted and oaths administered by officers of the cus- 
toms, under or by virtue of existing laws of the United States, upon the entry 
of imported goods and the passing thereof through the customs, and also upon 
all entries of domestic goods, wares, and merchandise for exportation, be, and 
the same are hereby, abolished; and in case of entry of merchandise for expor- 
tation, a declaration, in lieu of an oath, shall be filed, in such form and under 
such regulations 1s may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; and 
the penalties for false statements in such declaration provided in the fourth sec- 
tion of this act shall be applicable to declarations made under thissection: Pro- 
vided, That where such fees, under existing laws, constitute, in whole or in part, 
the compensation of any officer, such officer shall receive, from and after the 
passage of this act, a fixed sum for each year equal to the amount whieh he 
would have been entitled to receive as fees for such services. 

Src. 13. That section 2900 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, amended 
so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2900. The owner, consignee, or agent of any imported merchandise 
which has been actually purchased may at the time, and not afterward, when 
he shall make and verify his written entry of his merchandise, make such ad- 
dition in the entry to the cost or value given in the invoice, or pro forma invoice, 
or statement in form of an invoice, which he shall produce with his entry, as in 
his opinion may raise the same to the actual market value or wholesale price of 
such merchandise, at the period of exportation to the United States, in the prin- 
cipal markets of the country from which the same has been imported; and the 
collector within whose district any merchandise, whether the same has been 
actually purchased or procured otherwise than by purchase, may be imported 
or entered, shall cause such actual market value or wholesale price thereof to 
be appraised ; and if such appraised value shall exceed by 10 per cent. or more 
the entered value, then, in addition to the duties imposed by law on the same, 
there shall be levied and collected a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem on such ap- 
praised value. The duty shall not, however, be assessed upon an amount less 
than the invoice or entered value, except as elsewhere especially provided in 
this act.”’ 

Sec. 14. That all invoices of imported merchandise shall, at or before the ship- 
ment of the merchandise, be produced to the consul, vice-consul, or commercial 
agent of the United States of the consular district from which the merchandise 
is imported to the United States, and if there be no consul, vice-consul, or com- 
mercial agent for said district, then said invoices shall be produced to the con- 
sul, vice-consul, or commercial agent of the district nearest thereto, and shall 
have indorsed thereon, when so produced, a declaration signed by the pur- 
chaser, manufacturer: owner, or agent, setting forth that the invoice is in all 
respects correct and true; that it contains, if the merchandise was obtained by 
purchase, a true and full statement of the time when, and the — where, the 
same was purchased, and the actual cost thereof and of all charges thereon; 
and that no discounts, bounties, or drawbacks are contained in the invoice but 
such as have actually been allowed thereon; and when obtained in any other 
manner than by purchase, the actual market value or wholesale price thereof 
at the time of exportation to the United States in the principal markets of the 
country from whence exported; and that no different invoice of the merchan- 
dise mentioned in the invoice so produced, has been or will be furnished to any 
one. If the merchandise wasactually purchased, the declaration shall alsocon- 
tain a statement that the currency in which such invoice is made out is the cur- 
rency which was actually paid for the merchandise by the purchaser. 

Src. 15. That section 2931 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby is, amended 
so as to read as follows: 

‘Src, 2931. The decision of the collector of customs or officer acting as such 
at the port of importation and entry, as to the rate and amount of duties to be 
paid on any merchandise, and the dutiable costs and charges thereon, shall be 
final and conclusive against all persons interested in such merchandise, unless 
the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of the merchandise shall, within ten 
days after and not on any day before the ascertainment and liquidation of the 
duties by the proper officers of the customs, as wellin cases of merchandise 
entered in bond as for consumption, give notice in writing to the collector if 
dissatisfied with the aforesaid decision, setting forth therein, distinctly and 
specifically, and in respect to each entry, the reasons of his objection thereto. 
and shall also, within thirty days after the date of such ascertainment and liqui- 
dation, appeal therefrom to the Secretary of the Treasury, who. on receiving such 
appeal, shall forthwith call upon the collector for areportthereon; andthe col- 
lector shall thereupon, if he adheres to his decision, set forth, specifically and 
in detail, to the Secretary, the reasons therefor; and the decision of the Secre- 
tary on such appeal shall be final and conclusive, and such merchandise, or costs 
aud charges, shall be liable to duty accordingly, unless suit shall be brought, 
within ninety days after the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury on such 
appeal, for any duties which shall have been paid before the date of such decis- 
ion on such merchandise, or costs and charges, or within ninety days after the 
payment of duties paid after the decision of the Secretary. No suitshall be be- 
gun or maintained for the recovery of any duties alleged to have been erro- 
neously or illegally exacted, until the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall have been first had on such appeal, unless the decision of the Secretary 
shall be delayed more than ninety days from the date of such appeal. And 
when a suit shall be brought by the United States to recover the additional 
duties found due on any ascertainment and liquidation thereof, and not paid, 
the defendant or defendants shall not be permitted to set up any plea or matter 
in defense excepting such as shall have been set forth in a protest and appeal 
inade as herein prescribed.” 

Sec. 16. That the section of the Revised Statutes numbered 3012 shall be, and 
hereby is, amended by adding at the end of said section the following words: 

“And there shail be attached to the said bill of particulars, when served as 
aforesaid, a copy of each and every such protest or notice of dissatisfaction, and 
of every appeal relied upon by the plaintiff or plaintiffs in said suit ; and the 
said bill of particulars shall declare the date of liquidation; and a bill of par- 
ticulars, having been served as aforesaid. shall not thereafter be amended by 
the plaintiff, or by the court on the plaintiff's motion, so as to increase the total 
sum claimed therein as having been exacted in excess.”’ 5 

Src. 17. That no suit which by this act, or by any law of the United St:@es. is 
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torney, as required by v¥, and when by the legal effect of a fa 
court of the United States, satis ry tothe Attorney-Gener 5 etary 
of the Treasury as aforesaid, t d exaction of such duties sha ive be t : 
leclared illegal, and protests, appeals, and bills of 7 ! i I 
aceording to the law force at thetime of tmportat! 1a i ‘ ~ SI i 
of the customs shall, t er the instructions tl Secretary <« { is s 
have reliquidated the entries covered, by sai tor i l ‘ v ‘ 
particulars, according to the principles ‘ i ! 2 - ! 
ment, and the strict attorney appearin ed i sh ‘ . 1 ‘ 
tify that such suits have been discontinue of l rvs “Ee + J s | “ 
in each and ali of the before-mentioned ) 4 iw 4 
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cluding costs payable direct the Treasurer to 1 nd pay t punis tish lish wid 
same out of any mone sury »t otherwise a pr eces Ave cretion to 3 ' t 
sary moneys thereior y appre ed. a this l i 
deemed a permanent i Lppropriatio ) ‘ 
sec. 19. That section 2927 of the Revised Statutes is | led . . ed 
addition of the fe »wing words thereto ws I 
No allowances for damages to goods, wares,and merchand l ) S 1 une : ‘ 
the United States shall hereafter be made in the est t i i t 6 tid 
duties thereon; but the importer thereof may abandon to t Go imenta va rev 
or any portion of goods, wares, and merchandise included y \ ‘ i sued ex 
be relieved from the payment of the duties on the portion aba i: P f se and alle them t 
videa, Thatthe portion so abandoned shall amount to 10} t er « . An I - S < 
total value of the invoice.”’ : 52 2 ¢ ranyv 
Sec, 20. That any person who shall give or offer to 
excepting for such duties or fees as have been levied or req a 
the f is of law, any money or thing of value, dir ly ‘ ev of t { - 
otlicer or servant of the stoms or of the I i tes. in } ‘ t , \ 
pertaining to the importation, or appraisement, or entry,or exa n,oris ndietment 
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the liquidation of the entry thereof, shall, on conviction the i ' t r ha 
less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or be imprisoned at | i la ! : : i 
than two years, or both, at the discretion of the court; and evi« ce of s vas is ! 
giving, or offering, or promising to give, satisfactory to the court in w is ‘ e Revised S es 
trial is had, shall be regarded as prima facie evidence that st giv o1 1 li i 
ing, or promising was contrary to law, and shall put upon +! st ; - 
den of proving that such act was innocent and not done with a ' ‘ t 
tention 
Sec. 21. That any office r or servant ofthe eustoms or of the 1 iStates > . 7 i nd . 
shall, excepting for lawful duties or fees, demand, exact, or r ve f { ‘ : 
person, directly or indirectly, any money or thing of value in « re ‘ [e 
or px rtaining to the importation ippraisement, entry, examinat ‘ rere l t 4 
tion of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any bagva le 
tion of the entry thereof, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined t sthan $ ries i 
nor more than $5,000, or be imprisoned at hard labor not r ‘ ve i 
or both, at the discretion of the court: and evidence of such j 
or receiving satisfactory to the court in which such trial is ha - ‘ « ive a rit re é ty 
Jacie evidence that such demanding, exacting, or receiving was ntrary to law hereafter rimte : 1 dist 
and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving that s ict was - Sec. 3 Phat the ¢ ss 
cent and not with an unlawful intention Secretary the 
SEC 5a That section 2864 of the Revised Statutes and he ended ‘ i 
60 as to read as follows: reven laws ; 
‘Sec, 2804. That any owner, importer, consignee, age oO ! ' ing 4 Tha 1 ' 
shall, with intent to defraud the revenue, make or atten ! ea t llows 
of imported merchandise by means of any fraudulent or f utlida ~ I t ‘ 
leiter, or paper, or by means of any false statement, written or verbal who to and nt 
shall be guilty of any willful act or omission by me f the United t I r i 
States shall be dey ed of the lawful dutie $, or any pe } t ccY i i 2 . « 
upon the merchandise, or any portion thereof, embrace« ‘ itoins tot} vh : 
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invoice in consequence of any item or items contained in the same bein id s the tax And t t t ma 
valued be, and the same is here! y, repealed.” deputy ] tor a j i ' 
Sec. 23. That all imported goods, wares, and merchandise w in S tr 
the public stores or bonded warehouses or on shipboard within t its of yr effect of any trea etw 
any port of entry, orremaining in the customs offices, on th« und yea ai« i iws passed | 
this act, or any provision thereof, shall go into effect, except as otherwise 4S 5 treaty s 
vided in this act, shall be subject to nu other duty upon the entry thereof f this ney 4 } : 
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between the amount of duties paid and the amount of duties said goods, wares amended by st ter said 1 er and 
and merchandise would be subject to if the same were imported respectively | lowing 
after that date. and the Commissioner of Internal 1 nue 
Sec. 24. That sections 3011 and 3013 of the Revised Statutes be, and hereby are retary of the Treasury, may exempt dist rs 
repealed as to all importations made after the date of this act apples peaches, grapes, or other fruit yt “ 
Sec. 2. That on and after the Ist day of October, 1888, all taxes on manu- | to the manufacture of spirits except as to t t t judg 





money exacted by bim and paid under 


u 31 s been served t 
















































































































factured chewing-tobacco, smoking-tobacco, and snuff, all special taxes upon | ment it 


seem expedient to do so. 


gees ciymatre a. wee ew ally 


s to the thousand, 


Ww 


rall 


snow 


1anufactu 


be no draw 
yrton or 


lore 


Tu 


n 


f 


oO} 
sh 


, pl 


fied, « 


the 


of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


propt 
pounds W 
missioner 
cluded from the 
to which dist 
this act, and 
forfeited tot 
Ww renouse ¢ 
ness herein, 
At} | which the buildir 
3, provisio a ons in conn cated a noti 
1s, and sex : 


» building or 
yr amended t 


Anis a fc > froi at the t 


Revenue, with the approval of the 


OCTOBER 8 


? 


requir 


10tice shall execute a bond in duplicate 


the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, conditior 


Committee 


e 


1 : = 4 : suance thereof pertaining to the busin 
the | serv will not use, or allow to be used, any « 
from his warehouse or store-room, by 


any of the uses not authorized by tl 
shall be so used he shall pay, or cau 
double the amouut of the tax on all su 


n ifacturers 
That the bond re red ti > | ties incurred or fines imposed on him 


provisions of Title XXX V of the Revised Statutes of | this act. Said bonds shall each be wi 


by every pe 
: districts of the 
rnal revenue may require, not less than 


United 


son engaging in the manufacture of cigarsin the | collector of the district, and for the 


States, shall be in such penal sum as the | amount of the tax on the est ated « 
' 


I 


son in making | period of sixty days, but in no case sh 
| « 


be less than $100,000, nor that of the store-room bond be less than $5,000, a1 
taxes on | the said bonds shall be strengthened a 


‘ 


srnal-revenue 


that he will comply with all the provisions of law 


ulations made i 

to be carried on by him, and tl 
listilled spirits entered into or 
iny person or persons wl 
is act, and that in case 
to be paid, to » | 
el rits so us I 
for lation of any of the provisions « 
h at least twos ireties, approved by t 
penal sum of not less than double tl 
iantity of such spirits it are intende 


han addition | to be entered in such warehouse or store-room as the case may be, during 


sli the penal sum of said warehouse bon« 
nd 
nd renewed at such times, and shall ec 


yarettes weighing more than 3 pounds per thou- | tain such other conditions as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may 
redand 


rers ol and 


ousan 


lanuUiA 
ellect 
1 
tured t« 
es « 

] 


sold or removed for consumption or sale | quire. The collector may refuse to a} 


i, and shall be paid by the manu- | house proprietor or the manufacturer 


1,and on cigarettes weighing less than | the situation of the warehouse or stor 


yprove said bond when, in his judgm 
e-room is such as will enable the war 
to defraud the United States; and incas 


of such refusal the proprietor or manufacturer may appeal to the Commissioner 
rsand | icers of tobacco are re- | of Internal Revenue, whose decision in the matter sh: final. One copy 


ame, and all laws and parts of laws so | the notice and application and bond will be forwarded to the Commissioner « 


evenue taxes on the articles hereinafter | Internal Revenue and one of each il 


ctured in the United States, be, and the Src. 6. 
on the Istday of rebruary, 1889, namely: | alcohol warehouse, before being rem 
uff, and the al taxes required by | have affixed to each cask or packag 
dealers in ] cco, retail dealers in | tention, to be provided and furnished 


That all distilled spirits intended to be entered for deposit ina bonded 


l be retained by the collector 
] 


yved from the distillery warehouse, sh 


an ¢ vl amp indicative of su 
j 


lectors as in the cas« 


to tl 


ybacco, snuff, anc ae peddlers of to- | other stamps, and to be charged to them and accounted for in the same 


rers of snuff I at on all orig- | ner, and for the expense atte ng the providi 


of smoking and manufaetured tobacco, | cents for each stamp shall be paid to t 
‘ld by manufact rs, or dealers, at the § entry for such removal. 

into effect, upon which the tax has been Sec. 7. That any manufacturer, afte 
said manufacturer or dealer, to the full | on the premises, and connected with | 


ill amount of the tax which all spirits used e manuf 


apply in any case where | stored, and to be separat by a secur 
ollowing the date when | factory, and with one d r only ente 
ywed for a less amount | cured and fastened, and appr b 


< stamp covering taxes repealed by this act may be | missioner of Internal Re ue. after 


t} 


sand 
ru 


mo 


back allows 


ter that date: 


effect in 


ita 


wand aflixing such star 

he collector of the district on makii 

r having provided, at his own expenss 
11S Manutactory, a sect tore-roonm, in 
vctory shall be exclusively entered and 
e wall from ali other parts of ar 
nd ail other openi 

f the district and the Com- 


the f g ot the )tice and bond as re 


l-tax ye unexpired at the time of the | quired by this act, may, under such bonds and securiti s the Commissioner 


stamp shall not be less than $10; and | of Internal Revenue, with the approv 
18 act sii 2 

and it shall » the duty of the Sec- per cent. of proof spirit as defined by 
and regulationsand to prescribe and | United States, in distillers’ original « 


cessary to carry this section into ef- | internal-revenue tax, from a bonded : 


al of the Secretary of the Treasury, ma 


paid out of any mone} prescribe, rem< ve distilled spirits of an aleohol ren 1 of not less t 


sect 13249 of the Revised Statutes o 


SKS OF } cages, it payment 


leo} LO Lis ined in t 


to his store-room for use in his manufactor s here re provided 


as may be necessary, be, and the same } such spirits shall remain in the origin: 


ney in the Treasury not otherwise ap- | ate use. Every such store-room shall 
ates, and stamps, for furnishing blanks | internal revenue of the district in whi 
is shall be incident to the collection of | be in the charge of a storekeeper 
i in this act. eustody of the storekeeper 


imiting, restricting, or regulating the | thereof, and kept securely locked, an 


il packages unt i rawn for 
pe under tl ontrol of the c 
h st 


‘ 


ich manufactorv is cated, an 
Auger, and in the 
P the propri« 


isha n i > be tlocked or ope: 


orekeepet i gi 


eco and snuff, except as herein pro- | or remain open, except in the presence of ich ekee r, or storekeeper 


on the ist day of February, 1889; and | gauger, or other person who may be « 


» 


lesignated to act for him, as provided 


dupon any such articles which shall be | the case of distillery warehouses, and such storekeeper, or storekeeper and 

Provided, i hatall laws now in forceshall | gauger shall be appointed, assigned, transferred, and paid in the same mann 
auger PI 4 ’ I 

respect to all offenses committed, liabil- | that storekeepers or storekeepers and gaugers for distillery warehouses } 


rued prior to the date when the repeal | appointed, as signed, transferred, and 
ko effect, 


paid. And in ease the official bond of the 


storekeeper. or storekeeper and gauger has been approved before the passage 































satisfy h 1ent 
upon the applicant filing with 
penal sum of not less thar 
ithdrawn during 
lrawal of said spir 
said bond and perm 
Revenue may prescri 
ed at his discretion. 
And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue i rt] 

ts printed from engraved I t 
pecial tax stamps, 

No methylated spirits shall be withd: 
except upon a permit iss 
withdrawal of s; 
it is issued, or by his dul 
warehouse,who shall ir 
giving the num 
nut ber of p ot 
date of withdrav each « bs 
withdrawn under any permit dur 
exceed the quantity of spirits specifi 
of such methylated spiri hall | 
the ¢ ‘of 
the 











AO 


d of one ye 





} purpose or 


be in such form 














rits is made thereunde be prese: 








authorized agent, to the storekeep« 
. I permit the quantity of s ts v ( 































ti 
ol 
the 
received by him. He shall also, 
tity of spir oved each day 
pei nto mt | ts are 
said book t quantity re ve 


package, the 








also enter the nar la a c nt I n 
been used,as authorized in t uct And every person kee; 
required shall I l 
rate trans« 








Sa E xe ee NE 


meat ens and 


L pint, 50 cents 
jugs, ©) cents per gallon 
nd all other ink, not rar 
vaiorem, 
und, 
rF pout 
Acetate « 
round, 
‘nts per pour 
itrate of load, 3 cents per und, 

Orange mineral, 3) cents per pound, 

Red lead, 3 cents per pound 

White lead, dry or in pulp, or ground or mixed with oil, 3 cents per pound. 

Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 5 cents per pound, 

Magnesia.—Carbonate of magnesia, medicinal, 4 cents per pound. 

Calcined magnesia, 8 cents per pound, 

Sulphate of magnesia, or Epsom salts, one-half of | cent per pound. 

Morphia, or morphine, and all salts thereof, 50 cents per ounce, 
53. Oils.—Castor oil, 50 cents per gallon, 
4. Cod-liver oil, 15 cents per gallon, 
55, Croton o11, 30 cents per pound. 

Flaxseed or linseed oil, 25 cents per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 

Cotton-seed oil, 10 cents per ga!lon of 7} pounds weight. 
Ss, Hemp-seed oil and rape-seed oil, 10 cents per gallon. 


x 


59. Olive oil, fitfor salad purpos s,35 cents per gallon. 
), Seal, whale, and other fish oil not specially enumerated or provided for in 
ict, 8 cents per gallon, 
|. Opium, aqueous extract of, for medicinal uses, and tincture of, as laud 
um, and all other liquid preparations of opium, not specially enumerated or 
»vided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
2, Paints and colors.—Baryta, sulphate of, or bs 
rth of | cent per pound, 
63. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing ferro- 
eyanide of iron, dry or ground in water or oil, 6 cents per pound. 


manufactured, one 


64. Blane-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulpnate of barytes, three-fourths of 


l cent per pound 

65. Black, made from bone, ivory, or vegetable, under whatever name known, 
including bone-black and lamp-black, dry or ground in oil or water, 25 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

i6. Chrome yellow, chrome green,and all other chromium colors in which 
lead and bichromate of potash or soda are component parts, dry, or ground in 
water or oil, 4) cents per pound. 

67. Ocher_and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, dry, one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound; ground in oil, 1} cents per pound, 

68. Ultramarine blue, 4} cents per pound. 

69. Wash blue, containing ultramarine, 3 cents per pound. 

70. Vermilion red, or colors containing quicksilver,dry or eround in oil or 
water, 12 cents per pound, 

|, Whiting and Paris white, dry, one-half of 1 cent per pound; ground in oil, 
putty, lL cent per pound. 

Zine, oxide of, dry, lg cents per pound; ground in oil, 1} cents per pound. 

’. All other paints and colors, whether dry or mixed, or ground with water 
oil, ineluding lakes, crayons, smalts, and frostings, not specially enumerated 
provided for in this act, and artists’ colors of all kinds, in tubes or otherwise, 

> per cent, ad valorem, 

74. Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound, 

75. Plaster of Paris, ground or calcined, $1.50 per ton. 

6. Potash.—Bichromate and chromate of potash, 3 cents per pound, 
lHiydriodate, iodide, and iodate of potash, 50 cents per pound, 

Nitrate of potash or saltpeter, refined, 1 cent per pound. 

79. Prussiate of potash, red, 10 cents per pound; prussiate of potash, yellow, 

cents per pound, 

8), Preparations.—All medical preparations, known as essences, ethers (solid 
or fluid extracts), mixtures, spirits, tinctures, and medicated wines, including 
medicinal proprietary preparations, of which alcohol is a component part, not 
specially enumerated or provide: for in this act, 40 cents per pound. 

All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary preparations, 
such as anodynes, cerates, conserves, cordials, decoctions, drops, emulsions, es- 
sences, extracts (solid or fluid), infusions, juices, liniments, lozenges, mixtures, 
mucilages, oils, ointments, oleo-resins, pastes, pastilles, pills, plasters, powders, 
resins, salves, sirups, suppositories, tonics, troches, vinegars, wafers, or waters 
of any of which alcohol is nota component part, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Preparations known as alkalies, alkaloids, distilled oils, essential oils, ex- 
pressed oils, rendered oils, and all combinations of the foregoing, and all chemical 
compounds and salts,not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
25 per cent.ad valorem. 

85. Preparations used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, such 
as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, powders, and tonics, including all 
known as toilet preparations, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Si. Santonine, $1 per pound. 

8). Soap.—Castile-soap, 1} cents per pound; fancy, perfumed, and all descrip- 
tions of toilet-soap, 15 cents per pound; all other soaps, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

86, Soda.—Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda orsaleratus, 1} cents 
per pound. 

87. Hydrate or caustic soda, 1 cent per pound, 
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OCTOBER 


China, porcelain 
neiuding plaques, ornan ; ‘ 
nameled, pr nted, or gilde ,or otl ry | ‘ ’ namente 
nanner, 55 per cent. ad valorer if plain white an ‘ rnamente 
in any manner, 5U per ceut.ad valorem, 
All other earthen, stone, and crockery ware hi rlazed, or « 
ther manufactures composed of eart or mineral substances, not 


numerated or provided tor in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem 


102. Tiles and brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented 
*‘nameled, or decorated, 20 per cent.ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, 
nameled, or decorated and encaustic, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

103. Fire-brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in ¢ 

per ton; glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated, 45 
id valorem. 

104. Gas-retorts, 33 each. 

105. Slate.—Slates, slute-pencils, slate 
ind all other manufactures of slate, not 
in this act, 30 per cent.ad valorem. 

Roofing-slates, 25 per cent.ad valorem. 
GLASS, 

:07. Plain green, and colored, molded or pressed, and plain flint, and lime 

iss bottles, holding not less than | pint, and demijuohns, and carboys (covered or 
uncovered), and other plain moided or pressed green and colored and flint or 
lime glassware, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 1 cent per 
pound. Plain green, and colored, molded or pressed, and plain flint, and lime 

giass bottles, and vials holding less than | pint, 1) cents per pound 

18. All articles enumerated in the preceding paragraph, if filled, and not 
otherwise provided for in this act, and the contents are subject to an ad valorem 
rate of duty, or toa rate of duty based upon the value, the value of such bottles, 
vials, or other vessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascer- 
tainment of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not otherwise pro- 
vi ed for in this act, and the contents are not subject to an ad valorem rate of 
duty, or to rate of duty based on the value, or are free of duty, such bottles, 
vials, or other vessels shall pay, in addition to the duty, if any, on their con- 
tents, the rates of duty prescribed in the preceding paragraph: Provided, That 
no article manufactured from glass described in the preceding paragraph shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

109. Glass and glassware of all kinds (not including plate-glass, silvered or 

oking-giass plates, or cylinder crown or common window-giass, hereinaft 

tially provided for), when cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, stained 
gilded, or otherwise ornamented or decorated, and hand, pocket, or table mir- 
rors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with frames orcases, of whatever 
material composed, or without frames or cases, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

110. All eut, engraved, painted, or otherwise ornamented or decorated glass 
bottles, decanters, or other vessels of glass shall, if filled, pay duty, in addition 
to any duty chargeable on the contents, as if not filled, unless otherwise sp« 
cially provided for in this act, 

111. Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass, not exceedi 
10 by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding I 
24 inches square, lf cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by « 
inches square, 2} cents per pound; all above that, 2} cents per pound. 

112, Cylinder and crown giass, polished, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches squars 
{ cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 6 
cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 
cents per square foot; above that, 40 cents per square foot. 

113. Fluted, rolled, or rough plate-glass, not including crown, cylinder, « 
common window-glass, not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, three-fourths of 
cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, | 
cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, |; 
cents per square foot; all above that, 2 cents per square foot; and all flute: 
rolled, or rough plate-glass, weighing over 100 pounds per 100 square feet, shall 
pay an additional duty on the excess at the same rates herein imposed. 

114. Cast polished plate-glass, unsilvered, not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, 
3 cents per square foot; above that, and not excecding 16 by 24 inches square, 
5 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square 
cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 25 
cents per square foot; all above that, 50 cents per square foot. 

115, Cast polished plate-glass, silvered, or looking-g'ass plates, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square, 4 cents per square foot; above that, and not execedi: 
16 by 24 inches square, 6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 
24 by 30 inches square, 10 cents per square foot; above that, and not execeding 
24 by 60 inches square, 35 cents per square foot; all above that, 60 cents per 
square foot. 

116. But no looking-glass plates, or plate-glass silvered, when framed, shall 
pay a less rate of duty than that imposed upon similar glass of like description 
not framed, but shall pay in addition thereto 30 per cent, ad valorem upon such 
frames. 

117. Plate-glass, silvered or unsilvered, and cylinder, crown, or common win 
dow-glass, when beveled, etched, engraved, stained, colored, or otherwise o 
namented or decorated, shall be subject toa duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem 
addition to the rates otherwise chargeable thereon. 

118. All manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be the component n 
terial of chief value, not especiaily enumerated or provided for in this act, 45 p 
cent. ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS. 
Tron and steel: 

119. [ron ore, including manganiferous iron ore,also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 75 cents per ton. Sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sulphuret of 
iron in its natural state, containing not more 3} per cent. of copper, 75 cents per 
ton: Provided, Thatore containing more than 2 per cent. of coppershal! pay, in 
addition thereto, 1} cents per pound forthe copper contained therein: And pro- 
vided further, That in levying and collecting the duty on iron ore no deduction 
shall be made from the weight of the ore on account of moisture which may be 
chemically or physically combined therewith. : 

120, Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, wrought and cast scrap iron, 
and scrap-steel, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; but nothing shail be deemes 
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and other completed articles of lace, and tam 


tamboured arti , composed 


i or pr 


1 to say, Merino, mestiza, metz, or 


no blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing 


is of like characier with any of the preceding, including sue 
heretofore usually imported into the Undéted States from Bue 
Zealand, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, ( 


d elsewhere, and also including all wools not bereinatter described or 


nated in classes 2 and 3 
wools; that is to say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire 
ombing wools, Canada long wools, or other like combi woois of I 
od,and usually known by the terms herein used, and also all hair of the 
out, and other like animals 
(lass 3, carpet wools and other similar wools: Such as Donskoi, native 
i American, Cordova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and in ding all such 
ools of like character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United 
tates from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere 
44. The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shal! 
twice the amount of duty to which they would be subjected if imported un 
ashed: and the duty on wools of all classes which shai! be imported scoured 
hall be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if imported un- 
ushed 
‘5. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the alpaca, goat, and other 
ke animals, which shall beimported in any otherthan ordinary condition, as 
ow and heretofore practiced, or which shall be changed in its character or con- 
tion for the purpose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in vaiue 
y the admixture of dirtor any other foreign substance, shall be twice the duty 
which it would be otherwise subject 
Wools of the first and second class and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and 
like animals, 11 cents per pound. 
Wools of the third class, the value whereof, at the last port or place 
ce exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 
s or less per pound, 2} cents per pound, 
Wools of the same class, the value whereof, at the last port or place 
e exported to the United States, excluding charges in such port, shail ex 
> cents per pound, 6 cents per pound, 
Wools on the skin, the same rates as other wools, the quantity and value 
ertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 


«a? combing 
lass 2, combing 


‘op waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, gar- 
iste, and all other wastes similar to the:n in character or description 
i wholly or in part of wool or worsted, 30 cents per pound. 

en rags, shoddy, mungo, flocks, and wool waste not otherwise pro- 

in this act, 10 cents per pound, 

ils shall pay the same rate of duty as the washed wools or hair from 
they are made, 

All wools and hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, which have been 

need by any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured con 
mn, not otherwise enumerated or provided for in this act, shall be subject t 
same duties as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not sy 

ited or provided for in this act. 

44 Woolencloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every de 
tion, made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca 
her animals, not especially enumerated or provided for in t , Valued 

xceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound. and in addition thereto 

cent, ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound, and not exceeding 

nts per pound, 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at 

60 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad 
valorem 

3. Flannels, blankets, and hats of wool, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not exceeding 
30 cents per pound, 10 cents per pound; valued at above 30 cents per pound, and 
not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound; valued at above 40 cents 
per pound, and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, 18 cents per pound ; and in 
addition thereto, upon all the above-named articles, 35 per cent. ad valorem 
valued at above 60 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound and in addition theret 
10 per cent, ad valorem. 

Women's and children’s dress goods, coat-linings, Italian cloths, and 
goods of similar character or description, composed in part of wool, worsted 
the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not exceeding 15 cents 
per square yard, 6 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent 
ad valorem; on all the above-named goods, valued at above 15 cents per square 
yard, 7 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; 
but such goods as are composed in part of silk, or which contain an admjxture 
of silk, and in which silk is not the component material of chief value, and not 
otherwise provided for in this act, shall be dutiable at 11 cehts per square yard, 
and in addition thereto 40 per cent.ad valorem: Provided, That all goods of the 
character enumerated or described in this paragraph, weighing over 4 ounces 
per square yard, shall pay a duty of 40 cents per pound and in addition thereto 
40 per cent. ad valorem, 

57. Women’s and children’sdress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, bunting, 

goods of like description, composed wholly of wool, worsted, the hair of the 

at, alpaca, or other animals, or of a mixture of them, 11 cents per square yard 
and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; and ali such goods with selv- 
edges made wholly or in part of other materials, and all such goods in which 
threads made wholly or in part of other materials have been introduced either 
in the warp or in the filling for the purpose of changing the classification for 
duty,shall be dutiable at 11 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent. ad valorem: Provided, That all such goods weighing over 4 ounces per 
square yard shall pay a duty of 40 cents per pound and in addition thereto 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

58. Clothing ready-made, and wearing apparel of every description, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, balmoral skirts, and skirting, and 
goods of similar description, or used for like purposes, knit guods, all goods 
made on knitting-frames, and plushes, and all pile fabrics, composed wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, made up 
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or manufactured wholly orin part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacture 
nts per pound and in addition thereto 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
Cloaks, dolmans, jack ts, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for 
and children’s apparel and goods of similar description, or used for like 
purposes (except knit goods), composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, 1 > up or manufactured wholly or 
t by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, 45 cents per pound and inad- 
n thereto 45 per cent, ad valorem. 

10, Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltimgs, bindings, braids, galloons, 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trimmings, ad-nets,any of the 
foregoing which are stic or non-els , buttons, or barre ons, or buttons 

f other forms for tassels or ornaments, wrought by hand, or braided by ma 

hinery, made of woo!, worsted. the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals, or 
which wool, worsted, the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals is a com- 
ent material, 30 cents per pound and in addition thereto 5U per cent. ad va- 
lorem 
1. Aubusson, Axminster, 
carpets woven whole f 


des ption, 40 cents 


ts, figured or plain, 
g of like character or 
to 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, 

62, Saxony, Wilton, and 
pets or carpeting of hil h 
in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem 

365. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like char- 
acter or description, 30 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 3) per c 
ad valorem, 
344, Patent velvet and tapestry velvet « pets, fi; red or p ntedon the 
warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of hike character or descrip- 

, 25 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 30 per cent, ad valorem, 
Tapestry Brusse!s carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting 
of like character or des ription, printed on the irp or otherwise, 20 cents per 
square yard, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem 
366. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and worsted chain Venetian carpets, 12 cents 
per square yard, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem 

67. Yarn Venetian, and two-ply ingrain carpets, 8 cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

368. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 15 cents pers 
yard, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem 

369, Carpets and carpetings of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of either, or other 
materials not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per 
cent, ad valorem, 

70. And mais, rugs, screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, and other portions of 
carpets or carpetings shall be subjected to the rate of duty herein imposed on 
carpets or carpetin ke character or description. And the duty on all other 
mats not exclusively of vegetable material, screens, hassocks, and rugs shall be 
iu per cent. ad valorem. 

371. Endless belts or felts for paper or printing 
and 30 per cent, ad valorem, 


ournay vely rpets, figured or p'ain, and all car- 
racter or de scrip F 


T 
1 


nts per square yard and 


juare 


machines, 20 cents per pound 


SCHEDULE L,.—SILK AND SILK GOODS, 


372. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste-silk, and not 

riher advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 5U cents per 
pound, 

373. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing- 
silk, twist, floss, spun silk, and silk threads or yarns of every description, 30 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

3/4. Gouds in the piece, including ribbons, not otherwise specially provided 
for in this act, weighing not less than 1 ounce nor more than 8 ounces per 
square yard, containing less than 25 per cent. and not less than 10 per cent. in 
weight of silk, 75 cents per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; th- same con- 
taining less than 50 per cent. and not less than 25 per cent. in weight of silk, 
$1.25 per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; the same, containing 5 per cent. 
or more in weight of silk, if black, $1.60 per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; 
if white or colored, or partly black or partly colored, $2.25 per pound and 15 

r cent. ad valorem, 

375. Velvets, p ushes, or other pile fabrics in the piece (including ribbons), 

otherwise specially provided for in thisact, weighing not less than Ll ounce 

‘more than % ounces per square yard, containing less than 25 per cent. and 

less than 10 per cent. in weight of silk, $1 per pound and 15 per cent. ad va- 
rem; the same, containing less than 50 per cent. and not less than 25 per cent. 
in weight of silk, $1.50 per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; the same, con- 
ining 50 per cent. or more in weight of silk, $3.50 per pound and 15 per cent. 
ivalorem. In ascertaining the percentage of silk under this act the weight 
k shall be taken as found in the goods, 

Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, gal- 
s, fringes, cords, and tassels, any of the foregoing which are elastic or non- 
, buttons, and ornaments, made of silk, or of which silk isthe component 

ial of chief value, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

377. Laces and embroideries, neck rufilings and ruchings, clothing ready 
made, and articles of wea ing apparel of every description, made up or manu- 
fictured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, composed 
of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 60 per cent. ad vaJorem. 

378. All manufactures of silk, of which silk is the component material of chief 
value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad va- 


lorem, 


SCHEDULE M.—BOOKS, PAPERS, ETC. 


879. Books, including blank-books of all kinds, pamphlets and engravings, 
boundor unbound, photographs, etchings, maps, charts, and all printed matter, 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

330, Paper envelopes, 25 cents per thousand. 

38!. Manufactures of paper, or of which paper is the component material of 
chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

382: Papers known commercially as surface-coated papers, and manufactures 
thereof, card-boards, albumenized and sensitized papers, lithographic prints 
from either stone or zinc, bound or unbound (except illustrations in printed 
books), and all articles produced either in whole or in part by lithographic pro- 
cess, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

283. Paper-hangings and paper for screens or fire-boards, writing paper, draw- 
ing paper, filtering-paper, letter-press copying paper, and all other paper not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

384. Printing paper, unsized, used for books and newspapers exclusively, 15 
per cent. ad valorem. 

385. Paper, sized or glued, suitable only for printing paper, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

386. Sheathing paper, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

387. Playing cards, 50 cents per pack. 

388. Pulp, dried, for paper-makers’ use, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 


389. Brushes, and brooms of all kinds, including feather dusters, 30 per cent. 


ad valorem ; broom-corn, $ per ton. — E ; 
390, Button forms: Lastings, mohair cloth, silk twist, or other manufactureg 
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of cloth, woven or made in patterns of such size, shape, or form, or cut in such 
manner as to be fit for buttons exclusively, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

391. Card-clothing: Manufactured from tempered steel wire, 45 cen 
square foot; all other, 25 cents per square foot. 

392. Chronometers, box or ship’s, and parts thereof, 10 per cent. ad valorem 

393. Coal, bituminous, and shale, 75 cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds t 
the bushel. 

394. Coke, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

395. Dice, draughts, chess-men, chess-balls, and billiard, } ] nd bagat 
balls, of ivory, bone, or other materials, 50 per cent. ad valore 

396. Dolls, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

597. Emery grains, and emery manufactured, gro ind, pulverized, or refined 
1 cent per pound, 





798. Feathers and downsof all kinds, when dressed, colored factured. 
including quilts of down and other manufactures of ¢ neludin 
dressed and finished birds suitable for millinery or: cial and 
ornamental feathers and flowers, or parts thereof, of whatev: al cor 


posed, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

399, Fire-crackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound, but no allowance shall be 
maue for tare or damage thereon. 


400. Fulminates, fulminating powders, and like articles, not specially enu 
merated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem 
401. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and furs not on 


the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, 25 per cent. ad valorem 

402. Gloves, kid or leather, of all descriptions, wholly or partially manufact- 
ured, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

403. Gunpowder, an | all explosive substances used for mi 
lery, or sporting purposes, when valued at 20 cents or less per 
pound, valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound 

404. Gun-wads of all descriptions, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

405. Hair, human, if clean or drawn but not manufactured, 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

406. Hair-cloth, known as “crinoline-cloth,” and hair pencils, 50 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

407. Hair-cloth, known as “ hair-seating,”’ 30 cents per square yard 

408, Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, 15 per cent. ad valorem, 

409. Hats, for men’s, women’s, and children’s wear, composed of the fur of the 
rabbit, beaver, or other animals or of which such fur is the component material 
of chief value, wholly or partially manufactured, including fur hat bodies pe 
cent. ad valorem. 

410. Jewelry: All articles,not elsewhere specially provided for in this act 
composed of precious metals or imitations thereof, whether set with coral, jet 
or pearls, or with diamonds, rubies, cameos, or other precious stones, or imita 
tions thereof, or otherwise, and which shall be known commercially as “ jew- 
elry,”’ 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

4il1. Leather.—Bend or belting leather and sole-leather, and leather not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 15 per cent. ad valorem 

412. Calf-skins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper-leather, includ 
ing patent enameled and Japanned leather, and skins of al! kinds not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, and chamois-skins, dressed or undressed 
and finished, 25 cents per pound; sheep and goat skins, including lamband kid 
skins, dressed and finished, 20 per cent. ad valorem ; skins for morocco, tanned 
but unfinished, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

413. But leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for 
conversion into manufactured articles, shall be classified as manufactures of 
leather, and pay duty accordingly. 

414. Lime, 5 cents per 100 pounds. 

415, Manufactures of alabaster, amber, asbestos, bladders, coral, cork or cork 
bark, cat-gut or whip-gut or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, or wax, or of which 
these substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem 

416. Manufactures of bone, chip, fur, grass, horn, india-rubber, palm-leaf 
straw, weeds, or whalebone, or of which these substances or either of them is 
the component material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provide 
for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem, 

417. Manufactures of leather, gutta-percha, human hair, and papier-maché, or 
of which these substances or either of them isthe component material of chief 
value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad val- 
orem. 

418. Manufactures of ivory, vegetable ivory, mother-of-pearl, and shell, or of 
which these substances or either of them is the component mate: of chic 
value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad va 
orem. 

419, Marble of all kinds.—In bloek, rough or squared, 65 cents per cubic foot 

420. Veined marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slal 
marble paving-tiles, $1.:0 per cubic foot (but in measurement no slab sh: 
computed at less than 1 inch in thickness). 

421. Manufactures of marble not specially enumerated or provided for inthis 
act, 50 percent. ad valorem. 

22. Matches.—Friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of one hundred 
and forty-four boxes, containing not more than one hundred matches per box 
10cents per gross; when imported otherwise than in boxes containing not more 
than one bundred matches each, 1 cent per one thousand matches, 

423. Cocoa matting and mats.— Matting, 10 cents per square yard; mats, Scents 
per square foot. 

424. Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary, not otherwise provided for 
in this act, s0 per cent. ad valorem; but the term “statuary” as herein used 
shall be understood to inciude only such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise 
wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or 
from metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 

25. Pearls, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

426. Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of lead, 50 
cents per gross and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

427. Pencil-leads not in wood, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

428. Percussion-caps, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

429. Pipes, pipe-bowls, and cigar-hoiders of wood, one-half of 1 cent each and 
70 per cent. ad valorem. 

430. All smokers’ articles whatsoever, not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act,including cigarette-books, cigarette-book covers, and cigarette- 
paper in all forms, 70 per cent. ad valorem. 

431. All common tobacco-pipes of clay, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

132. Pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents per line button measure of one-fortieth of 
l inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

433. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, or 
of silk and cotton, a:.d used exclusively for making men’s hats, 10 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

431. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem; if 
set, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

435. Stene.—Freestone, granite, sandstone, and all building or monumental 
stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 14 cents per cubic foot. 

436. Freestone, granite, sandstone, and other building or monumental stone, 
except marble, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, hewn, 
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vided for in this act. 

f birds and fowls, and of fish and insects, and egg-yelks, unmanu- 


ns, common palm-leaf, and palm-leaf, unmanufactured. 


irina 
ishion-plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or plain. 
eathers and downs of all kinds, crude and unmanufactured, 
eldspar. 
t, adhesive, for 
. in all forms, 
grasses: ( 


o fiber. 


other textile grasses or fibrous vegetable substances, unmanu- 
idressed, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act. 
ish, fresh, except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared 
rocess for preservation, 
h for bait. 
h-skins, 
Flint, flints, and ground flint stones. 
Floor-matting manufactured from round or split straw, including what 
mercially known as Chinese matting 
Fossil! 
lruit-plants, tropical and semi-tropical, for the purpose of propagation or 
iLion 
Fruits, green, ripe, or dried, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
' 


Furs, undresses 
ur-skins of all 


kinds not dressed in any manner 
Ginger-root, unground, and not preserved or candied. 
Glass, broken pieces, and old glass, which can not be cut for use, and fit 
» be remanufactured, 
slates or disks, rough-cut and unwrought, for use in the manufact- 
il instruments, spectacles, and eye-glasses, and suitable only for 


Gold-beaters’ molds and gold-beaters’ skins. 
Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap-making or in wire- 
x or for stuffing or dressing leather, and as are fit only for such uses, not 
ly enumerated or provided for in this act. 
Guano, manures, and all substances expressly used for manure, 
funny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufacture. 
Guts, salted. 
Ciutta-percha, crude. 
Hair of horse, cattle, and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, drawn or 
but unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
man hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. 
tings, ra with or without hair, and all other glue-stock. 


senred, whether dry, salted, or pickled, and skins of all 
salted, or pickled, but unmanufactured, except sheep-skins 
on 
nd whetst« 
nmanufactured. 
ots for cultivation 
and parts of, including horn strips and tips, unmanufactured. 


5 rubber, crude, and milk of, and old serap or refuse India rubber 
which has been worn out by use and is fit only for remanufacture. 

——_ ? 

OSs Indigo 


B88. Iodine, crude. 
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ac spirit 


actaring 


ler, ground or prepared, and all ex- 


e of magnesis 


Manna. 
) Manuser 
Marrow, crt 
Marsh mall s. 
Medals of gold 
Medals of silver or copper 
Meerschaum, crude or un 
Mica and mica waste 
Mineral waters, all not oth l 
Minerals, crude, or not advanc: va 
grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not 
vided for in this act. 
629. Models of inventi« at f othe iprovements in the : ludis 


deemed a model or pattern whicl 


patterns for machinery, but no article shz e 
can be fitted for use otherw 
630. Molasses testing not above fifty-six degrees by the } 
That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid upon molasses by 
from whence the same may be imported, it shall be st 
by law at the date of the passage of this act. 
631. Moss, sea-weeds, and vegetable substances 
otherwise specially provided for in this a 
332. Musk, erude, in natural pods. 
Myrobolan, 7 
Newspapers and periodicals; but the rm ‘‘ periodicals” as herein usec 
understood to embra unl r d pub itions 
1ing current literature of the day and issued regularly at stated periods 
ionthiy, or quarterly. 


Palm. 
Palm-nut kernels, 
Nux vomica, 
Oakum, 
Oil-cake. 
Oils.—Alimond, 
Amber, crude and rectified. 
Ambergris. 
Anise, or anise-seed 
Aniline. 
Aspic, or spike-lavender, 
Bergamot. 
Cajeput. 
Caraway. 
Cassia and cinnamon, 
Cedrat. 
Chamomil 
Citronella, 
Civet 
Fennel, 
Jasmine, or jasimine, 
Juglandium. 
stniper. 
Lavender, 
Lemon, 
Limes. 
Mace. 
Neroli, or orange flower. 
Nut oil, or oil of nuts not otherwise specially provided for in this act. 
Orange. 
ve oil, for manufacturing or mechanical purposes, unfit for eating an« 
not otherwise provided for in this act. 
Ottar of roses, 
Paim and cocoanut, 
Rosemary or anthoss 
Sesame or sesamum-seed, or bear 
Thyme origanum, red or white. 
Vulerian. 
6. Spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and < 
cles the produce of such fisheries. 

677. Olives, green or prepared 

678. Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 
cent. and over of morphia 

679. Orange and lemon peel, not preserved, candied, or otherwise p1 

680. Orchil, or orchil liquid. 

681. Ores, of gold and silver. 

682. Osmium. 

683. Palladium. 

684. Paper stock, crade, of every description, including all grasses and pul; 
of grasses, fibers, rags (other than wool), waste. shavings, clippings, old pap 
rope ends, waste rope, waste bagging, old or refuse gunny bags or gunny ctot! 
and poplar or other woods, fit only to be converted into paper. 

685. Paraffine. 


i 


» 






















































rewt i ta a metal, 
: 692. Ph 1icaland scientificapparatus 
4 ary s s, bronze, alabaster, « 
® } 8, and « spec ly imported in g 
stit i orated or established for r 
scientilic, ori rary | Ss, or ior ¢ 
intended for sale. 
" 3. Phosphates, ct orna € 
oM. 
und ¥ s, of 
v ants, trees, shri 
5 Dp fA ilture or 
I 
ute « me 
c ‘ S i, W 
3 &¢ i paris t 
a 699, Pl i > 
“00. Polis 3 
Pota Cru P 
( oO! te 
; trate of, or sa 
i. Sulphate of I ! 
05. Chlorate of 
Muriate o 
4 (07. Professional ks ) 
e } ) or « LOY ent 1 $a I 
; emption shall not yn lL to el 
e fi in any manufa r est 
8 s, orf sal 
“ 7 Pulu 
i Pur 
7 Qui prepared t1 
7ll. Qu i I t f . 
Yi 2. Ra not pe ‘ é 
Rega nd g ry, 
s 1ihLt) | te for th 
t 1 I ) ' < 
in t € « 
y a¢ v« . p t 
galia is hex i 1 be » « 
: office, « 3 y | ‘ u it 
: pu ec exel 3 ol ie § o1 stitu 
i: furnit ‘ of ‘ 
indivi 
a LE. ann, ke pre} 
iio ind safflower i ¢ t< 
z 716, Sago, crud lsago f , notin 
717. Salacine 
7 Sauer-kraut 
Sauss kins 
720. Seeds A 
( 
4 » 
29. Hemp 
30. Hoarhound 
. Mange 
32. Melk 
733. Mustard 
34. Poppy 
%. Pumpk 
} tape 
le y yt 
ale 1 





y or orn 





Sparterre, suitable for maki 





Speci: of natural history, botar 
for cabinets or as objects of science, and n¢ 
754. Sponges 
755. Spunk 
756. Spurs and stilts li 
war 
757. Stone and sand: Burr-s 


bound up into millstones; « 


nd sand, crude or unmanuf 





r styrax 





759 imanufactured. 

7TH. cide f ly } ec of 
eral carbon stront 

761. Sug k 

762. Sulphur, la yr prec tated ls 
enumerated or provided for i: 3 

762. Sweepings of silver and 

764. Tamarinds. 

765. Tapioca, ca r cassada, provid 





766, Tar and pitch of wood 
767. Tea and tea-} 








al, old, and fi 





amenting h 











and mine 


> a.“ 
sn 
the Unite 
th i 
ung 
lis 
i ry<« 
i ep 
Un St 
e 
pe : 
‘wis 
otherwise 
] t ¥ ‘ 
yn, but ) 
ana 
chiorate o 


ot 


‘ 
ars 
session 
' i r 
inal 
dest 
ot 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Src. 2494. The importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle from any 
foreign country into the United States is prohibited: Provided, That the opera- 
tion of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign country or countries, 
or any parts of such country or countries, whenever the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall officially determine, and give public notice thereof, that such importa- 
tion will nottend to the introduction or spread of contagious or infectious dis- 
eases among the cattle of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and empowered : 
essary orders and regulations to carry this law into effect. or to suspend the 
same as therein provided,and to send copies thereof to the proper officers in 
the United States,and to such officers or agents of the United States in foreign 
countries as he s all judge necessary. 

See. 2495. Any person convicted of a willful violation of any of the provisions 
of the preceding section shall be fined not exceeding $500, or imprisoned not ex- 
ceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

SEC 
ments, or any other articles of foreign manufacture, which shall copy or simu- 
late the name or trade-mark ofany domestic manufacture or manufacturer, shail 
be admitted to entry at the custom-house of the United States, unless such do- 
mestic manufacturer isthe importer ofthesame. And in order toaid the officers 
of the customs in enforcing this prohibition, any domestic manufacturer who 
has adopted trade-marks may require his name and residence and a description 
of bis trade-marks to be recorded in books which shall be kept for that purpose 
in the Department of the Treasury, under such regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall prescribe, and may furnish to the Department fac-similes of 
sucli trade-marks; and thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one 


or more copies of the same to be transmitted to each collector or other proper | 


oflicer of the customs. 

Sec, 2497. No goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided for by 
treaty, shall be imported into the United States from any foreign port or place, 
except in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign vessels as truly and 


are the growth, production, or manufacture ; or from which such goods, wares, 
or merchandise can only be, or most usually are, first shipped for transporta- 
tion. All goods, wares, or merchandise imported contrary to this section, and 
the vessel wherein the same shall be imported, together with her cargo, tackle, 
apparel, and furniture, shall be forfeited to the United States; and such goods, 
wares, or merchandise, ship, or vessel, and cargo shall be liable to be seized, 
prosecuted, and condemned, in like manner, and under the same regulations, 
restrictions, and provisions as have been heretofore estabiished for the recov- 
ery. collection, distribution, and remission of forfeitures to the United States 
by the several revenue laws. 

Sec, 2498. The preceding section shall not apply to vessels or goods, wares, 


or merchandise imported in vessels of a foreign nation which does not main- | 


tain a similar regulation against vessels of the United States. 

Sec. 2499. Each and every imported article, not enumerated in this act, which 
is similar, either in material, quality, texture, or the use to which it may be ap- 
plied, to any article enumerated in this act as chargeable with duty, shall pay 
the same rate of duty which isl evied on the enumerated article which it most 
resembles in any of the particulars before mentioned; and if any non-enumer- 
ated article equally resembles two or more enumerated articles on which dif- 
ferent rates of duty are chargeable, there shall be levied on such non-enumerated 
article the same rate of duty as is chargeable on the article which it resembles 
paying the highest rate of duty; and on articles not enumerated, manufactured 
of two or more materials, the duty shall be assessed at the highest rate at which 
the same would be chargeable if composed wholly of the component material 
thereof of chief value; andthe words “‘component material of chief value,” 
~wvherever used in this act, shall be held to mean thatcomponent material which 
shall exceed in value any othersingle component material ofthe article; and the 
value of each component material shall be determined by the ascertained value 
of such material in its condition as found in the article. Iftwoor more ratesof 
duty shall be applicable to any imported article, it shall pay duty at the highest 
of such rates. 

Sec. 2500, Upon the reimportation of articles once exported of the growth, 
product, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no internal tax has 
been assessed or paid, or upon which such tax has been paid and refunded by 
allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty equal 
to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws upon such articles, 

Sec, 2601, A discriminating duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem, in addition to the 
duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all goods, wares, 
or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States; 
but this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, and_merchandise 
which shall be imported in vessels not OF the United States, entitled, by treaty 
or any act of Congress, to be entered in the ports of the United States on pay- 
ment of the same duties as shall then be paid on goods, wares, and merchandise 
imported in vessels of the United States. 

Sec. 2504. Whenever any vessel laden with merchandise,in whole or in part 
subject to duty, has been sunk in any river, harbor, bay, or waters subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States, and within its limits, for the period of two 
years, and is abandoned by the owner thereof, any person who may raise such 
vessel shall be permitted to bring any merchandise recovered therefrom into 
the port nearest to the place where such vessel was so raised, free from the pay- 
ment of any duty thereupon, and without being obliged to enter the same at 
the custom-house; but under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
miay prescribe. 

Seo. 2505. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St, John 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed or hewed in 
the province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unman- 
ufactured in whole or in part, which is now admitted into the ports of the 
United States free of duty, shall continue to be so admitted under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time prescribe. 

Src. 2506. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St. Croix 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed in the prov- 
ince of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmanufactured 
in whole or in part, and having paid the same taxes as other American lumber 
on that river, shall be admitted into the ports of the United States free of duty, 
under such regulaticns as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time 
prescribe, 

Src. 2507. Machinery for repair may be imported into the United States with- 
out payment of duty, under bond, to be given in double the appraised value 
thereof, to be withdrawn and exported after said machinery shall have been 
repaired; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pre- 
scribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to protect the revenue 
against fraud, and secure the identity and character of all such importations 
when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and limiting the export and 
withdrawal to the same port of entry where imported, and also limiting all 
bonds to a period of time of not more than six months from the date of the im- 
portation, 

Src. 2508. That the importation of all articles of foreign manufacture, or of 
boxes or packages containing the same, when stamped, marked, branded, or 
labeled to represent that such articles were manufactured in the United States, 
is hereby prohibited, and all such articles shall be forfeited to the United States. 

Sec. 2509. That the importation of opium, containing less than 9 per cent. of 
morphia, and of opium prepared for smoking be, and the same is hereby, pro- 
hibited: and all such opium shall, upon importation, be seized and proceeded 


2496, No watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, or parts of watch-move- | 


| part, 
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against for forfeiture and condemnation. All opium containing less than 9 per 
cent. of morphia, and all opium prepared for smoking, wherever found in the 
United States, shall be subject to seizure, and shal] be condemned and destroyed 
unless the claimant thereto shall show to the satisfaction of the court that the 
same was lawfully imported or was prepared from opium lawfully imported: 
Provided, That officers of the United States, by whom opium may be seized 


| under the provisions of this section, and persons giving information leading to 
and it shall be his duty, to make all nec- | 


such seizure, shall receive such compensation, upon the condemnation of the 
opium so seized, as the Secretary of the Treasury may direct, to be paid from 


| the appropriation for the prevention and detection of frauds upon the customs 
| revenue, 


The whole amount of such compensation shall not, however, ex- 
ceed, in any case, one-half of the appraised value of the opium seized and con- 
demned: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 
suitable regulations for the enforcement of this section 

See. 2510, Alllumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, angles, bars, and bolts, and copper, and com- 
position metal which may be necessary for the construction and equipment of 
vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the 
purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between 
the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, after the passage of this act, 
may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been used forsuch 
purpose, no duties shall be paid thereon. But vesse!s receiving the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United 
States more than two months in any one year, except upon the payment to the 
United States of the duties on which a rebate is herein allowed: Provided. That 
vesse!s built in the United States for foreign account and ownership shall not 


| be allowed toengage in the coastwise trade of the United States, 


needed for the repair of Ameri 
trade may withdrawn from 


Sec. .511. All articles of foreign production 
can vessels engaged exclusively in foreign 


| bonded warehouses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
wholly belong to the citizens or subjects of that country of which the goods | 


Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec, .512. That no duty shall be levied or collected on the importation of pel- 
tries brought into the Territories of the United States Ly Indians, nor on the 
proper goods and effects, of whatever nature, of Indians passing or repassing 
the boundary line aforesaid, unless the same be goods in bales or other large 
packages unusual among Indians, which shall not be considered as goods be- 
longing to Indians, nor be entitled tothe exemption from duty aforesaid 
. 2513. There shall be levied, collected, and paid on t importation of 
raw or unmanufactured articles, not enumerated or provided for in this tit! 
duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem; and all articles manufactured, in whole « 
not enumerated or provided for in this title, a duty of 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 
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COLLECTION OF DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Sec, 13. All merchandise imported into the United States shall, for the pur- 
pose of this act, be deemed and held to be the property of the person to whom 
the merchandise may be consigned; but the holder of any bili of lading « 
signed to order and properly indorsed shall be deemed the consignee ¢ 
and in ease of the abandonment of any merchandise to the underwriters the lat- 
ter may be recognized as the consignee. 

Src. 14. That all invoices of imported merchandise shall be made out in the 
currency of the place or country from whence the importations shall be made, 
orif purchased, in the currency actually paid therefor, shall contain a correct 
description of such merchandise, and shall be made in triplicate and sigued by 
the person owning or shipping the same, if the merchandise has been actually 
purchased, or by the manufacturer or owner thereof if the same has been pro- 
cured otherwise than by purchase, o: by the duly authorized agent of such pur- 
chaser, manufacturer, or owner. 

Sec. 15. That all such invoices shall,at or before the shipment of the mer- 
chandise, be produced to the consul, vicc-consul, or commercial agent of the 
United States of the consular district from which the merchandise is exported 
to the United States, and shall have indorsed thereon, when so produced, a dec- 
laration signed by the purchaser, manufacturer, owner, or agent, setting forth 
that the invoice is in all respects correct and true, and was made at the place 
from which the merchandise is to be exported to the United States; thatit con- 
tains, if the merchandise was obtained by purchase, a true and full statement 
of the time when, the place where, the person from whom the same was pur- 
chased, and the actual cost thereof and of all charges thereon; and that no dis- 
counts, bounties, or drawbacks are contained in the invoice but such as have 
been actually allowed thereon ; and when obtained in any other manner than 
by purchase, the actual market value or wholesale price thereof at the time 
ot exportation to the United States in the principal markets of the country 
from whence exported; that such actual market value is the price at which 
the merchandise deseribed in the invoice is freely offered for sale to all pur- 
chasers in said markets, and that it is the price which the manufacturer or 
owner making the declaration would have received, and was willing to receive, 
for such merchandise sold in the ordinary course of trade, and if subject to 
specific duty the actual quantity thereof; and that no different invoice of the 
merchandise mentioned in the invoice so produced, has been or will be fur- 
nished to any one. If the merchandise was actually purchased, the declara- 
tion shall also contain a statement that the currency in which such invoice is 
made out is that which was actually paid forthe merchandise by the purchaser. 

Sec. 16. That, except in case of personal effects accompanying the passenger, 
no importation of any merchandise exceeding $100 in dutiable value shall be ad- 
mitted to entry without the production of a duly-certified invoice thereof as re- 
quired by law, or of an affidavit made by the owner, importer, or consignee, 
before the collectoror his deputy, showing why it is impracticable to produce 
such invoice; and no entry shall be made in the absence of a certified invoice, 
upon affidavit as aforesaid, unless such affidavit be accompanied by a statement 
in the form of an invoice, or otherwise, showing the actual cost of such mer- 
chandise, if purchased, or if obtained otherwise than by purchase, the actual 
market value of wholesale price thereof at the time of exportation to the United 
States, in the principal markets of the country from which the same has been 
imported; which statement shall be verified by the oath of the owner, importer, 
consignee, or agent desiring to make entry of the merchandise, to be adminis- 
tered by the collector or his deputy, and it shal! be lawful for the collector or his 
deputy to examine the deponent under oath touching the sources of his know!- 
edge, information, or beliefin the premises, and to require him to produce any 
letter, paper, or statement of account, in his possession, or under his control, 
which may assist the officers of customs in ascertaining the actual value of the 
importation or any part thereof; and in default of such production when so re- 
quested, such owner, importer, consignee, or agent shal! be thereafter debarred 
from producing any such letter, paper, or statement, for the purpose of avoid- 
ing any additional duty, penalty, or forfeiture incurred under this act, unless 
he shall show to the satisfaction of the court or the officers of the customs, as the 
case may be, that it was not in his power to produce the same when so demanded; 
and no merchandise shall be admitted to entry under the provisions of this sec- 
tion unless the collector shall be satisfied that the failure to produce a duly-cer- 
tified invoice is due to causes beyond the control of the owner, consignee, or 
agent thereof. 

Sec. 17. That whenever merchandise imported into the United States is en- 
tered by invoice, one of the following declarations, according to the nature of 
the case, shall be filed with the coliector of the port, at the time of entry, by the 
owner, importer, consignec, or agent; which declaration so filed shall be duly 
signed by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, before the collector, or be<« 
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and coverings of any kind, and all other cosis and ch: to placing 
said goods, wares, and merchandise in condition, packed ready for shipment to 
the United States, and no other discount, drawback, or bo y but such as has 
been actually allowed on the said goods, wares,and merchandise; that the said 
invoice and the declaration thereon are in all respects true, and were made by 
the person by whom the same purports to have been made; that I donot know 
nor believe in the existence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those now 
produced by me, and that they are in the state in which I actually received 
them. And Ido further solemniy and truly declare that I have not in the said 
entry or invoice concealed or suppressed anything whereby the United States 
may be defrauded of any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, 
and merchandise; and that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the 
said invoice, or in the account now produced of the said goods, wares, and me 








ares, 












chandise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make 
same known to the collector of the district. 

Sec. 18, That any person who shall knowingly make any false or untrus 
statement in the declarations provided for in the preceding section, or shall aid 





© procure the making of any such false statement as to any matter material 





thereto, shall, on conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000 
or by imprisonment at hard labor not more than two years oth, in the dis- 
cretion of the court: Provided, That nothing in this section > construed 





to relieve imported merchandise from forfeiture 
vided by law. 
Sec. 19. That the owner, consignee, or agent of any 


which has been actually purchased, may, at the time when shall make a 
verify his written entry of such merchandise, but not after $, mak 
addition in the entry to the cost or value given in the in1 pro forma 
voice, or statement in form of aninvoice, which he shall produce h his ent: 
as in his opinion may raise the same to the actual market ve or wholesal 


price of such merchandise at the time of exportation to the United States, in 
the principal markets of the country from which the same has been imported; 
but no such addition shall be made upon entry to the invoice value of any im- 
ported merchandise obtained otherwise than by actual purchase; and the col- 
ector within whose district any merchandise may be imported or entered, 
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the total cost of production as thus ascertai 
sec. 24. That there shall be appointed by the I and w 
‘ and consent of the Senate, nine generai ap} s lis 
hom shall receive a salary of $5,000 a yea N 
eral appraisers shall be appointed from the same | I 
be engaged in any other! cat ore ‘ 
from office at any ti lent for inefti ‘ 
feasance in office. Th pl lat ; i 
torial limits as the Secretary of t Preasury t 
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ites of duty of imported merchandise I t ‘ ire 
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Sec. 25. That the appraiser shall revise and correct the report f 
appraisers as he may judge proper, and siser, or, at } 4 
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charges io dissat with hd sion, give notice in 

r to the forth therein dist ly and specifically, and in 

t toc the reas« his objections thereto, and if 
merchandise 1s ¢ consumption ay the full amount of the 
such notice and pay- 
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cases ol 
nie 
isfied i deci 
Ww settir 
ré 
th 
di 


iyment 
i for shall 1 
es and charges 1 to be due thereon t 
inent the collector shall transmit the entry and all the papers and exhibits con- 
nected therewith to the board of neral appraisers which shall be on duty at 
the port of New York, or of three general appraisers who may be designated by 
the of the Treasury for such duty at that port or at any other port, 
which board shall examine and decide the case thus submitted, and their de- 
cision, or that of a majority of them, shall be final and conclusive upon all per- 
sons interested therein (except in cases where an application shall be filed in the 
within the time and in the manner provided for in section l4 of this 
the entry thereof » liquidated according|y, ineluding all dutiable 
i charges thereon, ¢ irges, or exactions shall be paid in ac- 
lance with their decision 
if the owner, importer, consignee, oragent of any imported merchan- 
or, retary of the Treasury, shall be dissatisfied with 
board of general appraisers, as provided for in section 13 of 
act, as to the construction of the law respecting the classification of such 
the rate of duty imposed thereon under such classification, 
of them, may, within thirty days next after such decision and not 
irds, apply to the circuit court of the United States, within the district in 
ich the matter arises, for a review of the questions of law involved in such 
sion ich application shall be made by filing in the office of the clerk of 
uit court a concise statement of the errors of law complained of, anda 
such statement the « or on the importer, 
econ rent, asthecasemay be. Thereupon the courtshall order 
yard of appraisers to transmit to said circuit court a certified statement of 
ndings of involved in the case and their decision thereon; and 
ts so found and certified shall be final and conclusive upon the court; 
i statement and certificate of the board of appraisers shall constitute the 
in the circuit court, and said circuit court shall proceed to hear and de- 
rmine the question of law involved in such decision, and the decision of such 
irt shall be final, unless such court shall be of opinion that the question in- 
ved is of such importance as to require a review of such decision by the Su- 
Court of the United States, in which case said circuit court, or the judge 
ision may, within thirty days thereafter, allow an appeal to said 
but an appeal shall be allowed on the part of the United States 
Attorney-General shall apply for it within thirty days after the 
such decision. On such original application, and on any such ap- 
or damages and costs shall be given as in the case of other ap- 
es in which the United States isa party. Said Supreme Court shall 
ction and power to review such decision, and may affirm, modify, 
such cirevit court, and remand the case with such 
orders a8 may seem to it proper in the premises, which shall be executed ac- 
cordingly. For the purposes of this section the circuit courts of the United 
States shall be deemed always open, and said circuit courts, respectively, may 
establish, and from time to time alter, rules and reguiations not inconsistent 
herewith for the procedure in such cases as they shall deem proper. 
28. The general appraisers, or any of them, are hereby authorized to ad- 
minister oaths, and said general appraisers, and boards of general appraisers, 
llectors, as the case may be, may call before them, and examine upon 
oath, any owner, importer, agent, consignee, or other person, touching any 
m thing which they, or either of them, may deem material respecting 
any entry of imported merchandise in ascertaining the value or classification 
thereof; and they, or either of them, may require the production of any letters, 
accounts, or invoices relating to said merchandise, and may require such testi- 
mony to be reduced to writing, and when so taken it shall be filed in the office 
of the collector, and preserved for use or reference until the final decision of 
the collector or said board of appraisers shall be made respecting the valuation 
or ication of said merchandise, as the case may be. 
Sec. 29. That all decisions of the general appraisers and of the boards of gen- 
eral appraisers, respecting values and rates of duty, shall be preserved and 
iled, and shall be open to inspection under proper regulations to be prescribed 
y the Secretary of the Treasury. All decisions of the general appraisers shall 
« reported forthwith to the Secretary of the Treasury and to the board of gen- 
‘ »praisers in New York, and the report tothe board shall be accompanied, 
ver practicable, by samples of the merchandise in question, and it shall 
e duty of the said board, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ean abstract to be made and published of such decisions of the ap- 
sers as they may deem important, and the decisions of each of the general 
appraisers and boards of general appraisers, which abstract shall contain a gen- 
eral deseription of the merchandise in question and of the value and rate of 
duty fixed in each case, with reference, whenever practicable, by number or 
other designation, to s unples deposited in the place of samples at New York, 
and such abstract shall be issued from time to time, atleast once in each week, 
for the information of customs officers and the public. 
Sec, 30. That whenever imported merchandise is subject to an ad valorem 
rate of duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated in any manner by the value 
thereof, the duty shall be assessed upon the actual market value or wholesale 
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to be jud 
fees ex: 
yvided in tl 
the entry f impo d goods an the 
through the cust« and 
mi handise for exportati 
case of entry of mercha in lieu of an oath 
shall be filed, in such f ‘ ler as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the’ | the penalties provided in the fifth section of 
this act for false statement h declaration shall be applicable to declara 
tions made under : That where such fees, under existing 
laws, in p compensation of any officer, h of. 
ficer shall receive, from and after the » of this act, a fixed sum for each 
year equal to the amount which he wo 

for such services during said year. 

Sec. That no allowance for damage to Is, wares, and merchandise 
imported into the United States shal! hereafter be made in the estimation a 
liquidation of duties thereon; but the importer thereof may, within ten day 
after entry, abandon to the Government all or any portion of goods, wares, and 
merchandise included in any invoi and be relieved from the payment of th 
duties on the portion so abandoned: Phat the portion so abandoned 
shail amount to 10 per cent, or over « total value or quantity of the 
voice, 

Suc, 34. That whenever it shall be sl 
of the Treasury that,in any case of unas¢ 
money has been paid to or deposited with 
been ascertained by final liquidation thereof 
i, the Secretary of the Treasury l 
pay the same out of any money in the Tre 
The necessary moneys therefor are hereby appropriated, and this appropriation 
shall be deemed a permanent indefinite appropriation; and the Secretary ofthe 
Treasury is hereby authorized to correct manifest clerical errors in any entry 
or liquidation, whether for or against t! nt, at any time within one 
year of the date of such entry, but not afterwards, 

Set That from and after the taking effect of this act, no collector or other 
officer of the evstoms shall be in any way liable to any owner, importer, con 
, or agent of any merchandise, or any other person, for or on account of 
any rulings or decisions as to the classification of said merchandise or the duties 
charged thereon, or the collection of any dues, charges, or duties on or on ac- 
count of said merchandise, or any other matter orthing as to which said owner 
importer, consignee, or agent of such merchandise might, under this act, be « 
titled to appeal from the decision of said collector or other oflicer, or from : 
board of appraisers provided for in this act, 

. 36. That any person who shail give, or offer to give I 
any money or thing of value, directly or indirectly, to any customs officer, 
consideration of or for any act or omission contrary to law in connection w 
or pertaining to the importation, appraisement, entry, examination, or insp¢ 
tion of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any ba or of t 
iquidation of the entry thereof, shall, on conviction thereof, be fined not e> 
ceeding $2,000, or be imprisoned at hard labor not more than one year, or bot! 
in the discretion of the court; and evidence of such giving, or offering, or prox 
ising to give, satisfactory to the c t in which such trial is had, shall be r 
garded as prima facie evidence tl such giving or offering or promising w: 
contrary to law, and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving 
such act was innocent, and not done with an unlawful intention. 

Sec, 37. That any officer or servant of the customs or of the United States w! 
shall, excepting for lawful duties or fees, demand, exact, or receive from 
person, directly or indirectly, any money or thing of value, in connection w 
or pertaining to the importation, appraisement, entry, examination, or insp« 
tion of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any baggage, or liqui- 
dation of the entry thereof, on conviction thereof, shall be fined not exceedin: 
$5,000, or be imprisoned at hard labor not more than two years, or both, in the 
discretion of the court. And evidence of such demanding, exacting, or receiv- 
ing, satisfactory to the court in which such trial is had, shall be regarded as 
prima facie evidence that such demanding, exacting, or receiving was contrary 
to law, and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving that such act was 
innocent and not with an unlawful intention. 

sec, 38. That any baggage or personal effects arriving in the United States in 
transit to any foreign country may be delivered by the parties having it in 
charge to the collector of the proper district, to be by him retained, without 
the payment or exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such co 
lector to the collector of the port of departure, and to be delivered to suc 
ties on their departure for their foreign destination, under such rules, 
tions, and fees as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 
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DRAWBACKS ON EXPORTED MERCHANDISE. 
Sec. 39, That on all articles exported manufactured of materials upon wh 

duty has been paid, and entitled to drawback under any provision of la 
there shall be allowed a drawback equal to the duty paid on such materia 
without retention of any part thereof, but such drawback shail be paid on}; 
the manufacturer or actual owner of such merchandise, and in cases only whe! 
the identity of the articles exported with the imported materials upon w! 

drawback is claimed shall be established under regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided however, That where the amount 
drawback is less than $100, the fees of the United States consuls for certifying 
the foreign-landing certificate } 


shall not exceed 50 cents: And provided furthe 
That the duties refunded by way of drawback on imported sugar and molas 
or manufactures thereof, shall be ascertained by the same tests as are provid 
by law to be applied to sugar and molasses when imported. 

Sec. 40, That all imported goods, wares,and merchandise which may be in 
the public stores or bonded warehouses on the day and year when this act 
shall go into effect, except as otherwise provided in this act, shall be subject: 
to no other duty upon the entry thereof for consumption than if the same were 
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rate for himself to that unitof value. It is of course tosome extent 
of estim: 
| not meet the views of another man or another Senator 
We give all the data which are 
in regard to the matter by printing the unit of value and the 
which we propose to fix upon importations. 

REAGAN. If we are to take the mixed rates of duty of the 
substitute, then I suggest that no one but an expert after mak- 
ing the calculations can know the difference of rate between the two 
bills. Certainly by adding tothe table the rates under the Senate bill 
and reducing them to the ad valorem basis, it would give the whole in- 
formation, and it would enable us to proceed without the trouble of 
undertaking to make the calculations and acting as experts, which 
very few Senators are qualified todo. It would facilitate matters if 
that co should be taken. 

Mr. ALLISON. That matter can be looked into and prepared, if 

racticable, at an early day. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope it will be done 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in presenting this bill for considera- 
tion at this timeit is perhaps unnecessary for me to go into any great de- 
tail. Especially is this true after the exhaustive report in explanition of 
the measure made to the Senate some days ago, and prepared largely, I 
will say, by the Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH], and also 
after the brief explanation made by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER- 
MAN]. But there are some things outside of the report that I think 
ought to be made clear in the very beginning of this discussion; and 
therefore I wish to refer to a few salient points which may come up in 
the debate. 

The Senate bill proposes to reduce the revenue an amount ranging 
from $25,000,000 to $73,000, 000. 

I think I ought to state that this is the first opportunity the Sen- 
ate has had to consider this great question of the reduction of the rev- 
enues since the revision of 1883. The first opportunity came to the 
Committee on Finance on the 25th day of July of this year, after the 
usual time of the adjournment of a long session of Congress, and at a 
time when, under the ordinary and customary proceedings of Congress, 
especially in a Presidential year, the two Houses should have adjourned. 
It came to this body after the House of Representatives had been in 
session upon and respecting this question for within a fraction of eight 
months. Within a period of a little over sixty days the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance prepared the pending substitute, and now present it 
to you for your consideration. 

If the Senate had had an opportunity, it would have considered such 
a bill as this and the question of the surplus during the last Congress; 
but the House of Representatives, where these bills must originate 
under tke Constitution, failed during that Congress to send us a bill 
looking to a reduction of the revenue. 

it has been said that the Senate has delayed the consideration of this 
bill in coimmittee. I speak for myself as well as for my colleagues on 
the committee when I say we have not had the time we should have had 
to carefully consider the bill in all its details. The House of Repre- 
sentatives took eight months to prepare a bill, not having the effect to 
invigorate and strengthen the industries of our country, but I will not 
say for the purpose, but having the effect, and in an irregular way, to 
greatly disturb those industries. It is an easy thing to tear down, but 
it is not so easy to build up. So theSenate Committee on Finance had 
one object in view, and the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
and the House of Representatives, if we are to judge from the effect of 
their bill sent to us, intended another. 

The first question that met the Committee on Finance at the thresh- 
old was how much revenue could be taken off safely with reference 
to all the obligations of the Government. We agreed that from $60, - 
000,000 to $70,000,000 reduction would be safe. I think myself, and 
I only speak for myself now, that that is the highest possible sum we 
ought to go in the reduction of the revenue; and therefore whatever 
amendments may be proposed to this bill hereafter, I trust will not 
look to a greater reduction of the revenue than is proposed by the sub- 
stitute. 

I had occasion to say on the 28th of Augustin the discussion on thesun- 
dry civil bill, before all the greatappropriation bills of the year had finally 
passed, that the revenues for this year would only exceed the appro- 
priations about $19,000,000. I am able to say that that estimate then 
made with four appropriation bills undisposed of, has been verified now 
that they have all practically passed both Houses, with a variation of 
but $26,000 ; so that for the current year upon the estimate made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report of the revenues of 
this current fiscal year, and the appropriations made by the bills already 
passed for this current fiscal year, there will be a surplus of but $19,- 
000,000 in round numbers. But the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, it must be borne in mind, was made last December. He 
estimated then that the revenues for this year from customs would be 
$228,000,000. As he estimated, the revenue from customs last year, 
the year ending June 30, 1888, would be $228,000,000. The actual 
revenues from customs during the fiscal year 1888 was $219,000,000— 
I am only speaking in round numbers, of course, in these statements— 
instead of $228,000,000 as estimated by him. 


the 
& mat I 
perhaps woul 
as to what was a proper application 
obtainable 
rates 


Mr. 


Senate 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
te; it must be so; and a table prepared by one man 


| enues from customs of last year 


| extent of $8,000,000; and instead 
| ceived last year, we shall only receive $211,000,000, making the re- 


OCTOBER 8, 


I have before me a statement for the first three months of this fiscal 
year of the revenues and from customs, and they fall behind the rev- 
for the first quarter, in round num- 
bers, $2,000,000. If this should continue for the entire four quarters 
of the year, there will be a reduction of revenue from customs to the 
of receiving $219,000,000, as we re- 


ceipts from customs this year $17,000,000 less than the estimate made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in his annual report; and if we take 
into consideration all the revenues of the Government for thx 
months composing the first quarter of this year they have fallen 
$5,000,000 as compared with the revenues for the same period last vear, 
which, if continued through the year, would make the revenues for the 
year $20,000,000 less than the estimates of the Secretary and leave no 
surplus, 

I make these statements for the purpose of showing that the enor- 
mous surplus which now remains in the Treasury is not likely to be 
accelerated or increased by anything that is to occur during the present 
fiscal year, if we take the appropriations as the basis of expenditure and 


1 
three 


ot 


| the revenues as disclosed by the receipts of the first three months of 


this fiscal year. ‘3y the provisions of the pending bill there will be no 
surplus from these revenues unless we put out of consideration entirely 
the sinking fund of this year. Therefore it is that our Senate substi- 
tute contemplates—and we may as well understand it in the beginning 
of this debate—that for the current fiscal year, this being an exceptional 
one, as we have made appropriations this year which ought to have 
been made last year to the extent of $30,000,000 at least. We are not 
likely to have a surplus for the sinking fund beyond the amount neces- 
sary to retire the 4} per cent. bonds due on the 1st day of October, 1891, 
including the accumulated surplus now in the Treasury, of $96,000,000, 
as shown by the Treasury statement on the Ist of October. 

Having said this much as respects our current revenues, I wish, be- 
fore I pass from this subject, to say a word as to the amount of money 
now in the Treasury, because that should be considered separate and 
apart from any question of the revenues that are to be derived from 
this bill or the current revenues from year to year. 

We are not making a law here that is intended to in any manner 
affect the accumulated surplus of the Government. We are mak- 
ing provision for the permanent support of the Government, including 
every obligation that we are under. According to the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, on the Ist day of October, there were $96,- 
000,000 of surplus in the Treasury—no, not in the Treasury; there 
were $57,000,000 of this money deposited in national banks through- 
out the country, as shown by the statement of the Ist day of October. 
So there are really but $39,000,000 of this $96,000,000 in the Treasury. 

In this debate I do not wish to refer to the management of the Treas- 
ury as respects this accumulated surplus; but for the life of me, I can 
not understand why it is that this $96,000,000 is not used to retire the 
43 per cent. bonds that are presently to be paid off by the Government. 
There is no man here or in the country who does not know that every 
dollar of that surplus which now lies in the Treasury will be used for 
the purpose of paying off these 4} per cent. bonds, and that it will lic 
in the Treasury or in the hands of the banks who hold it until the Ist day 
of October, 1891, unless in the mean time the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall purchase and cancel these bonds as he has ample authority to do. 
There has not been a timein the history of this surplus when the Gov- 
ernment could not have purchased these bonds so as to have made more 
than 2 per cent. per annum interest upon the money invested. 

By what process of financiering is it that this Administration, in- 
stead of purchasing the 44 per cent. bonds due presently with the 
money that must be used for the purpose of redeeming them in 1891, 
allows certain national banks to take $57,000,000 without interest, 
the banks loaning it in turn to their customers at whatever the cur- 
rent rate of interest may be? This Government to-day is, therefore, 
losing 2 per cent. per annum at least on every dollar of the $96,000,000 
that are in the Treasury and in the banks, as shown by the report ot 
the Secretary of the Treasury, because there has not been a time, I re- 
peat, since not only the 4} percents of the Government but the 4 per 
cent. bonds could not have been bought by the Government so as to 
realize a higher rate of interest than 2 per cent. Can the Administra- 
tion justify the management of the Treasury in its policy of refraining 
from the purchase of the bonds which are presently payable, and loans 
the money to national banks without interest, with an understanding or 
expectation that these deposits shall be held there for an indefinite 
length of time? Is there any possible defense that can be made of this 
disposition of the publicmoney? Can any one say that this $96,000,000 
could not be presently employed by the saving of 2 per cent. per annum 
for three years or 6 per cent. on the amount. 

Now, Mr. President, having said thus much respecting the situation 
of the Treasury at the present time, I wish to speak as briefly as I can 
in a general way respecting the features of the measure before us. 

In the first place the substitute differs from the House bill in respect 
to the fact that it pro to deal with all the schedules in the tariff. 
The House bill did not deal with the tobacco schedule, with the silk 
schedule, with the wines and liquors schedule, and dealt lightly with 
the sugar schedule. We have incorporated in this substitute every 
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schedule in the existing tariff law, including those I have named and 
including those also provided for in the House bill. This measure has 
been made up by the Committee on Finance upon an entirely different 
principle from that found in the House bill. It has been made up on 
the principle of protecting American labor and American industry 


That is its aim and purpose. If that has not been accomplished in 


the details of the schedules which we propose the Committee on Finance 
will be glad to havé any Senator point out this defect and propos 
amendments which will accomplish that purpose. We have sought to 
care for every industry in our country where we have tl facil 

ties and opportunities of providing for the wants of our pe ut are 





enjoyed by other nations engaged in similar industries. 

Chat is the principle of this scheme. 

It may be and it is true that in almost every schedule we have in- 
creased here and there existing rates of duty. It was the purpose or 
the framers of this measure to examine with as much care as was pos- 
sible in the limited time we had the various industries of our country, 
and if we found that a foreign producer had an advantage over a citi- 
zen of the United States, under the circumstances I have just indica- 
ted, tve sought to put our own producer and manufacturer upon terms 
of equality with those who sre producing the same things abroad. 
Therefore this measure is open to the criticism that we have advanced 
here and there rates of duty, but we have also in the aggregate largely 
reduced rates of duty. I will speak of these details lateron. That is, 
the effect of the substitute is to reduce the revenue from customs on 
many of the schedules, and in the aggregate reduces the revenue from 
customs more than $30,000,000 on the basis of any computation that 
can be made. 

But, hefore entering into such details I wish to say one or twothings 
that ought to be said in response to the minority report, which I find 
printed with the majority report, or rather with one of the minority 
reports, because singularly enough the minority composed of five Sen- 
ators found it necessary to make three reports upon this substitute. 

Why it was that the three Senators who united in one report were 
not willing to adopt the repert prepared with so much care apparently, 
and with so much diligence by the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck ], 
why they were not willing to put their names to his report, I do not 
know; but they seem to have used especial care that not one syllable 
uttered by the Senator from Kentucky should receive the imprimatur 
of their indorsement, therefore they left him in his solitude to make 
a report which would suit him upon this bill. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. HARRIS ] and theSenator from North Carolina [ Mr. VANCE] 
and the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEES], it seems, were able 
to agree in their views upon this substitute, and therefore they mak« 
a separate and independent report, not very long, it is true, but con- 
taining a great deal of valuable misinformation, if such a thing is pos- 
sible. 

The Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. McPHERSON | it seems, also, like 
the Senator from Kentucky, standsin a situation of absolute isolation. 
He does not agree with the Senator from North Carolina and the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, nor with the Senator from Indiana. LHe stands 
alone also, not even with the Senator from Kentucky, because he sub- 
mits also a separate and independent report, and as this is more brief 
than the others I will take the liberty of reading it to the Senate in 
full: 


I concur in the above report, indorsing the House bill in r t to articles 
placed upon the free-list, but desire some modification 1 the dutiab st 
rk. McPHERSON, 
So my friend from New Jersey finds that the only thing he can do 
with these minority reports is to indorse them so far as they place cer- 
tain articles on the free-list, not an inch beyond, but so far as the 


dutiable articles are concerned in the House bill he wants to make 
amendments. 

So, Mr. President, we are in the attitude here of finding a divided 
constituency as respects this great bill that comes to us from the House. 
Only three of the minority are able to agree to formulate a report which 
is satisfactory to a majority of the minority of the committee. 

I am not surprised that the Senator from New Jersey, whom I do not 
see in his seat, should be satisfied with the free-list of the House bill. 
By some process five leading industries in New Jersey were put upon 
the dutiable-list in the House that were upon the free-list when the 
bill was originally reported to the House of Representatives. So it 
seems that the interests of New Jersey have been cared for in the House 


to a satisfactory degree so far as the free-list is concerned. I may have | 


occasion later on todwell somewhat upon the changes made in the bill 
in the House of Representatives, but it is enough for me to explain in 
the absence of the Senator from New Jersey that he finds the free-list 
satisfactory now, the provision as to New Jersey interests having been 
changed during the progress of the debate in the House of Represent- 
atives. But that is aside from the point to which I desired to call at- 
tention at this moment. 
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contention, which was that they w 
House bill. It was, therefor ) 
ning that whatever bill was prepare t] 
to this bedy for consideration 1 t ] l 
members of the Committee n I \ 
understanding from the beginn of th p! { i 
the date given in this report, th Sth of Sept 
committee of the Committee on Finance | u 
reported it to the full Committee on Fir ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa a 
state what member of the min¢ y gave thea 
fers? 

Mr. ALLISON I will answer the Senator | 
member of the minority stated that to eve member « 
over and over again, and I am very much mistaken if 
of his was not concurred in by the Senator from Tennes 
never heard anything from |} to the reverse of i 
by the one who had a rit s iK I th I 

"Mr. HARRIS. I, of course, do not question the state 
the Senator from Iowa, but I desire to say th | ino! 
any such declaration. Surely the Senator will not say th 
formed the majority of the committee that I was going tost 
ably upon the House bil I} n utterance such 
would control my action. 

Mr. ALLISON. That state: nay have 1 made 
by me, but the substance was We intend tostand by the 
and you may make such a bill as you choose to make 
vo further as respects what v in va Lys re 
bill, from which we all understood that the minorit ot « 
wish to take part in the preparation of a substitut t tl 
not even wish to see it until it was a finished prod } 
spection. That was as I understood \ S 
see perfectly well knows, we never wit stimor 
portunity was given for every member to hi copies 
taken by the subcommittee as we progressed, and they w 
of course, most of the time, and had the op; I 
all the time. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Sen me to ne 
the minority of the Committee on Finan é 
any hearings before the committee ? 

Mr ALLISON. Never. Not on t I 
they always had an opportunit fl { 
bear me out in sayin 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator al to i 
were ever invited to those hearings 

Mr. ALLISON Why, Mr. Presiden ivited ? 
was that formal invitation which is sent for one to come t 
entertainment; but the Senator from Tenness« vell kno 
times [ have searched for him in the committee of t 
to notify him of hearings. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator all m 
any misunderstanding about the m 0 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not 

Mr. HARRIS. In Maya subcommitt te 
Senator from Iowa was chairman, for the purpose of u} 
sons as desired to be heard upon the revenue questior 
from Kentucky and the Senator from India: 1 ‘ 
bers of that subcommittee. So far as I know, t ena 
bers of the subecomittee were notified of hearings, had 
they had the opportunity, to be present, and almo Val 
invariably, some one of them was pre it the exa 
persons who were examined by the subcommit 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the é 
making that statement. Iam also able t t é 
| Tennessee was one of the most faithful! and 
at the sittings of the subcommittees ! é 
every question connected with the hearin n gla 
for him—as was also the Senator from Kent id I 
ing to exclude others by mentioning these two gentleme 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorner ho w a 


The minority—because of course the views of these three gentlemen | 


constituting a majority of the minority of the Committee on Finance 
must be regarded as the views of the minority—say in the beginning 
of their report: 


In the preparation of this substitute no member of the minority of the com- 





of the subcommittee, was present from tim« 
gagements elsewhere which prevented him from 
quently, perhaps, as he desired, but the Ser 
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stant attendance until the Senator fro 


REC 


obliged to leave the city on account of illn 














9286 


her thing which I ought to call attention 
ear away the field. This minority 

s in the matte: 
f senta- 
the House 
sO they 
This House 


xpress 1ts own view 


of Rep 


, 1888. In that 
sported. They 
and how 
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t 
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I do not go into the question - 

at this moment, but the and this 
is now r ] iles of the Senate, made a part of its archives— 
th vy made a reduction by the House bill of $78,000,000, $24, 000, - 
000 on internal and $54,000,000 by reduction of duties on im- 
ports, inc whereas this House bill was so changed 
in the course of its passage through the House of Representatives that 
instead of the reductions on the dutiable-list amounting to over $53,- 
000,000 they amount only to a little over $49,000,000. New 
industries were i 
scribe and mention were taken care of and remoyed from the free-list, 
thereby not only reducing the dutiableand free-lists to $49,000,000, but 
reducing the free-list to $19,000,000. ‘The internal revenue part of the 
bill was made up on an estimate made by the Committee on Ways and 
Means in March. 
the 
fiscal year. 

The internal revenue reduction as proposed in the bill is more than 
$2,000,000 less than that stated in what is found to be the minority re- 
port with this bill. Thus, instead of the House bill reducing the total 
revenues by $78,000,000 as is alleged by this minority report, the House 
bill reduces them by but $71,000,000 on its own calculations, making 
a difference of over $6,000,000, 

That is a general statement as respects the reduction. The House 
bili on its face then, as it stands here, only reduces the revenues practi- 
cally $71,000,000 in round numbers. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say a few words as to the measure 
ve have reported. Perhaps I ought to say in the beginning, that upon 
one computation made by experts the reduction of the revenue made 
by it will be $73,000,000. That computation is made up on the idea 
that where we have increased the duty there will be a corresponding 
or at least a partial reduction in the importations, and thus the reve- 
nue will be reduced in that way. That is the basis upon which this 
table is made up. But if the computation were made upon the basis 
of the House bill it would be different. It can not be made upon the 
basis of the House bill, for in no case have we reduced the duty, in my 
judgment, to such a point as to lead to an increase of importations, 
whilst the manifest purpose, or at least the manifest effect, of the House 
bill is to increase importations not only of the articles that are put 
upon the free-list but also of the articles where the duties are reduced. 
That being the manifest effect of the bill, of course it is a question 
merely of estimate whether or not the increased importation will not 
amount to a sufficient sum to prevent any reduction of revenue under 
the House bill. I believe in many instances that will be the absolute 

have no doubt that where large reductions have been made 


show 


revenue 


uding the free-list; 


Jersey 


taken care of. Some other industr 


Commi Internal Revenue made since the close of the 


sioner ol 


result. I hi 
upon certain imported articles the importations will increase so much 
that the revenue will not be reduced at all from those particular arti- 
cles, the general effect of the House bill will be, not to reduce the 
revenue at all, or if at all, to a very limited amount, so far as customs 
revenue is concerned. 

But we believe that the increased duties which we propose will re- 
duce importations in most cases of increase, but if we are mistaken in 
that, if the importations should be what they were in 1887, our bill will 
still reduce the revenues $61,000,000, so that there is no question but 
that the effect of the Senate substitute will be to reduce the revenue 
from $61,000,000 to $73,000,000, and in my judgment it is likely to be 
midway or substantially midway between those two points, That is 
the purpose and intent of the Senateamendment. But we have not 
only reduced the revenue from imports; we have also reduced the in- 
ternal revenue as well; and I wish to make an observation or two upon 
the internal-revenue taxation in view of the minority report. 

We have put provisions in this substitute very similar to the House 
bill on tobacco; and why theSenator from North Carolina| Mr. VANCE] 
could bring his mind to the point of criticising the tobacco provisions 
of this substitute I can not quite comprehend. The minority say that 
** practically the substitute offers to the people free whisky and free 
tobacco.’’ I can not understand why the Senator from North Carolina 
should censure the majority of the Finance Committee for proposing a 
diminution of the internal revenue upon tobaceo. Ido not understand 
why itis that weshould be criticised in one breath for reducing the to- 
bacco tax, and the Mills bills, so called, extolled into the upper heavens 
for doing the same thing. In other words, they condemn us for deal- 
ing with the internal revenue upon tobacco, and then they indorse the 
Mills bill, which does practically the same thing. 


ana 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| reduction or repeal of 


| tainly istrue as shown by the votes in the two Houses 


; hance 


| nue officers going in every cross-road and hamlet and village 


| tax alcohol used in the arts. 
ject: 


That estimate has not been verified by the report of 





OCTOBER 8, 


tobacco in this bill? I will say frankly for 
been very vigorous and urgent as respects the 
the internal-revenue tax upon tobacco, but I 
have supposed that there was practically a universal sentiment in favor 
of taking off the tax on tobacco in both Houses of Congress, 


free 


not 


Why did we put 
nyself that I have 


This cer- 
It has been 
ind until the 
last reduction was to 8 cents a pound. It is said to be an onerous im- 
position upon many of the agricultural States of the Union that pro- 
duce tobacco, and I supposed that there general sentiment in 
favor of that reduction, and I yielded to it, and the Committee on Fi- 
yielded to it; that is, w] ‘ they were not originally in favor 

of taking off that tax. 
The only difference between the House bill 


reduced and reduced from year to year from 32 cents a poi 


was a 


and the Senate bill in 


| that respect is that we have made a reduction upon manufactured cigars 


of $1.50 a thousand, and we have also taken off the tax upon retail 
dealers in tobacco, which is retained in the House bill at $1 for each 
dealer. We did not believe that it was wise to have an army of reve- 
in our 
country collecting a dollar tax from every man who may sell a cigar. 


| Therefore we wiped out that tax in our provision, which is retained 
es that I might de- 


in the Mills bill, so called, at’ $1 for each dealer. 
Another provision of this substitute isa provision exempting from 
minority say, sub- 


The speaking of this 


venue that 
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3 used for purposes other than the arts, 
sated at many times $7,000,000, 


But in view of the impossibility of preventing frauds upon the re 
hould be derived from distilled s; 
thé loss of revenue may b 


safely esti 


Is there any Senator who would say that alcohol, if it can be safely 


i : i ‘ . — 
| allowed to be so used without disturbing the tax upon spirits used as 


beverages, should not be made free of tax? Why is it that all the 


| men who are obliged to use alcohol as a solvent in the thousand varied 
} os . . : ae 
| chemical productions should not have that privilege, thereby cheapen- 


ing their products, if it can be done safely ? 


Who will say that all 


| those who make varnishes or are engaged in similar mechanical indus- 


tries, should not have the benefit of this solvent, aleohol, which is the 
best known for all these purposes, if it can be furnished free of tax 
safely without impairing the revente ? 

Therefore, as a starting point, there is not anyone that I know of 
who will say that the industries of our country should be burdened 
with a tax upon alcohol of 90 cents a gallon, unless it is absolutely 
necessary that that burden should come for the purpose of collecting 
the revenue which we derive now and which we are likely to derive 
for some time to come from distilled spirits usedasa beverage. I take 
it, then, that the only possible objection to this is that it will disturb 
the revenue. Now, willit? Isay in the beginning that if any Sen- 


| ator here, any of the lawyers of this body or those accustomed to draught 


or construe or criticise statutes, will declare that we have not put into 
this substitute provisions sufficiently stringent to prevent frauds upon 
the revenue as respects the use of alcohol in the arts, the Committee 
on Finance will accept any amendments he may propose to secure the 
safety of the revenue. 

We intended to make, and have, I believe, made provision here that 
will absolutely make it impossible to defraud the revenue as respects 
alcohol used in the arts. I know that the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN], in his brief debate the other day, expressed some doubt 
about these provisions. I am afraid the Senator from Ohio had not 
given these provisions that careful consideration which he generally 
gives to the subject he discusses, or else he would have modified that 
expression. There has been, I know, a prevailing opinion for several 
years that the ingenuity of chemistry would be so great under temp- 
tation as to provide some method whereby spirits infused and impreg- 
nated with wood alcohol could have that alcohol withdrawn and the 
spirits then used as a beverage. I have examined this question with 
care, and there is no part of the bill to which I have given more per- 
sonal attention than to this question, and I want to say here and now 
that I have no hesitation in expressing the opinion that we can, under 
the provisions of this substitute, prevent fraud just as certainly as we 
‘an prevent fraud in the original distillation of spirits. 

It is stated over and over again by chemists who have examined this 
subject that the only method whereby methylated spirits or wood alco- 
hol can be entirely removed from alcohol proper is by distillation, and 
not by any crude method of distillation, but by the finer process of re- 
distillation. Therefore it is that if we have machinery and power 
under existing law to prevent fraudulent distillation of alcohol, the 
same stringent and restrictive provisions which are here embodied will 
prevent the redistillation of methylated alcohol into alcohol auitable 
for beverages, 

But we are not without absolute information upon this subject. 
Great Britain has had this principle in her statute system since 1854, 
and it is a part of her system to-day, and she has a tax upon spirits 
more than double, twice and a half, the tax upon spirits in this coun- 
try. She raises $70,000,000 per annum now by her taxation upon dis- 
tilled spirits, a greater amount in the aggregate than we raise, and yet 
methylated alcohol is permitted to be used in Great Britain fiee o1 
tax, 
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to manufac icl 
gether, I regard them as wise provisions, and s \ 
executed they are necessary provisions, for our produ 
petition at every turn with the great chemists of | 
free alcohol, and with the chemists of Great Brita 
a thousand articles in which alcohol is an 
great countries, who are contesting severely h 
markets of the world, and particularly for t é 
country. So, proclaiming as both sides of this Cha 
tically, that we do not intend to reduce the internal 
distilled spirits at this time, and with the indicat 
tax is likely to remain for some time to come, are \ 
our wrists as respects our own great industries and ( 
Great Britain to have this enormous advanta 
ticulars, and are we to be intimidated in this « 
the mere assertion, without a particle of proof to 
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of the tax upon distilled spirits. What dothey do? 1 
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25 bushelsof grain per diem. I will not 
discussed in the report in detail, and I invite criti 
ments in that report as respects this free distil] 


bill. Everybody knows that with the creat tem] 
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So much, Mr. President, for the first two pr 
committee’s bill. Now I come to the tariff schedu 
ule is the chemical schedule. I will say in respe t 
which is a long one, that the committee ; 
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Upon many articles we have reduced the rates be! 
of the House bill, because wherever alcohol is used as 
the manufacture of chemical productions we have redu: 


I may say that in the chemical schedule I do not k ‘ 


now a single increase; there may be here and there : 
schedule, but certainly none of any prominenc 
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Mr. Hewitt shows in this statement that 90 per cent. of the cost of 
manufacturing a steel rail is labor. We have in the committee-room 
abundant evidence of the same fact. I will not stop to illustrate from 
the testimony before the committee, but I will only add to Mr. Hew- 
itt’s complete and accurate statement a statement made by the Cleve- 
land Rolling Mill Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, furnished by the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio, who now sits opposite tome[Mr. PAYNE], 
at the request of the committee, in order that we might have accurate 
and intelligent information as to the actual labor cost of producing a 
ton of steel rails. The committee asked him to procure this informa 
tion for us, and I have it here before me, and it will be embodied in 


Company, and vouched for as to its accuracy by the Senator from Ohio. 


RALL rATEMENT OF CLEVELAND ROLLING-MILL COMPANY, OF CLEVE- 
LAND, OHIO, 


Presented by Senator H. RB. Paynr, of Ohio.] 
il showing the cost of producing one ton of slecl rails from Lake Superior 


iron ores, taken from the pay-rolils and expense account. 


labor in mining one ton Of OFe, .........cc08 eee 
‘ labor in transportation of one ton of ore.... deneeee 

labor in producing one ton of pig-iron from ore seunvonve 
r labor in producing one ton of steel rails from pig-iron. 


Total amount for labor in the production of qne ton of steel rails from 
Lake Superior ore ¥ : ; spiandinatitiiin himaine weep . "$21. 83 
The minority in its report states to us that it costs $4.25, This state- 
iment proceeds— 
Paid for materials and transportation on same (less the cost of labor), such 
as ore, spiegel, coke, coal, oil, gas, ganister, clay, brick, ete.. ‘ _ $7. 67 
And as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] very properly says, 
that is mostly labor, and it is. 
Total cost of 1 ton of steel rails manufactured from Lake Supcrior orcs, 
m) BO 
And yet the minority of the committee instruct the people of the 
United States that the labor cost of a ton of stee! rails is only $4.25. 
Now let me take another illustration—— 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ibegthe Senator toallowme. Perhaps they mean 
producing from pig-iron laid in the pig in their own grounds in Ohio. 
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ad valorem duties. Taking the importations of 1887, the duties on 
steel rods not lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, the unit of dutiable value 


|} was 1.6 centsapound. No. Gis afiner rod, and cameinat 45 per cent. 
| ad valorem, under this Treasury decision, and 201,000,000 pounds of 


No. 6 came in valued at 1.1 cents per pound. 
There is not a man but knows that wire No. 6, being a thinner rod, 


| costs more than a No. 5 wire rod, and yet under this system of ad va- 
| lorem duties, which has been so often denounced by so many Secreta- 
| ries of the Treasury, these men bring in these rods at a valuation of 
| 1.1 cents per pound, or at a nominal value on the other side of $24.64 
jaton. Does any man believe that they can manufacture wire rods of 
our testimony taken from the books of the Cleveland Rolling Mill 


No. 6 wire gauge at the rate of $24.64 per ton? it is a clear and pal- 
pable undervaluation; and all the committee did in this regard was to 
put this one wire gauge in at the specific duty of six-tenths of a cent 
per pound, the rate provided for by existing law. It may be that the 


| duties will be somewhat increased, butif they were now valued as they 


ought to be valued and as the-true valuation is, there will be no increase 
of duty, but really a decrease of the ad valorem rate on a true valuation, 
as No. 5 wire rods now come in at 36 per cent. ad valorem, or a duty of 
six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I want to call attention to some 
information that was before the Committee on Finance as respects 
these wire rods. It was shown before the Committee on Finance that 
up to the specific duty of 1883 no wire rods were manufactured in this 
country; but by the development of this wire-rod industry and the use 
of wire for fences there has been an enormous increase in the use of 
wire rods. Last year there were imported 149,000 tons, and the year 
before importations largely in excess of that, but last year we manu- 
factured in the United States 188,060 tons of wire rods, and we shall 


| probably in two years from this time manufacture every wire rod con- 


Mr. ALLISON. They do not say so, You mean the minority re- | 


(ir. HAWLEY. Yes 


SQ 


If they do, I understand you to say the cost 
was . 
Mr. ALLISON. I see the point of the Senator’s interrupticn, and I 
thank him for it, and I will read again: 
Paid for labor in producing 1 ton of steel rails from pig-iron, $9.51— 
as against $4.25, according to the minority report. 
thing for the Senate to know that it only costs $4.25 to produce a ton 


of steel rails in our country, which sells now for $31.50. That is val- 
1 


sumed in this country; and the price of wire rods has been greatly re- 
duced from year to year. 

When we commenced the manufacture of wire rods in this country 
two years ago the men who manufactured them in Germany sought 
to break the market, and they reduced the price to $35 a ton free in 
New York, duty paid, but when they found they cou!d not induce our 
people to buy their rods and that our people manufactured their own, 
they made a close combination in Germany, a trust, whereby they put 
the price of wire rods up to $40.50 per ton, duty paid in New York, 


| and they have remained there and have staid practically there for the 
| last nine months. Iwill not read the testimony, but merely state the 
| facts. It will be seen, therefore, that wire rods are being produced 
| now in this country cheaper than they were ever produced before any- 
| where. 


It is a valuable | 


But our friends of the minority seem to think that fence-wire is a 


| wire-rod. Fence-wire is a different thing. ‘These wire-rods are the 


uable information to impart to those whose duty it is and whose busi- | » aD ' : 
| on fence-wire in our subsitute a quarter of a cent apound. The Mills 


ness it is to supply steel rails, because if the difference between $4.25, 


the cost of labor, and the price at which steel rails sell for now in the | 
market, is what would thus appear, I want to invite my associates on | 
the Finance Committee to join me in building a steel-rail mill, and we | 
| are willing to support, we have done more for the purpose of reducing 


can sell our steel rails ata good deal less than $31.50 a ton. 
Now, then, another illustration: 
The rods 
Listen to this criticism of our bill by the minority of the committee— 


The rods out of which the farmers’ wire fence is made are not apparently 
hanged in rate, but by various changes in classification actual and important 
additional burdensare imposed. A reduction in dutiable value from 3} to 3 cents 
per pound weight accomplishes this. An additional size, No. 6,added without 


this size from 45 per cent. to about 4 per cent., and is an increased tax on this 
one size of wire rods of nearly $300,000, upon the basis of the importations of 
1887, 

therefore increasing the cost of wire fence to the farmers of the coun- 
iry. So says impliedly this minority report. In connection with 


raw material for fence-wire. ‘These rodsare drawn outto No. 11 to 12 
wire gauge, and thus become fence-wire. We have reduced the duty 


bill does not touch it. So the criticism as applied to this particular 
thing shows itself to be absolutely an error of fact. Takingonur billas 
it stands and comparing it with the bill that these gentlemen say they 


the duty on fence-wire than has the House bill. 

Wire for fencing is now so cheap that a man with $90 can fence a 
160-acre field. I know of no boon to our people so great as that boon 
which has furnished them fence-wire at 2} cents a pound, and which 
affords an opportunity to fence a farm for $90.50, as shown by the pres- 
ent price of fence-wire in this country, at the place of manufacture, or 56 


; co, : } cents per acre. I see the Senator from Missouri shakes hishead. That 
an apparent change of rate does adroitly increase the rate paid on wire rods of | 


is the wholesale price of fence-wire to-day at every mill where wire fo1 
fencing is made. Mr. Oliver, of Pittsburgh, states the present cost of 


| wire fencing under existing conditions which are not changed by the 


this statement there are a few facts which I think should be placed on | 
record. In the first place, this report states that we have reduced the | 


unit of value or rather the dutiable value of rods from 3} to 3 cents per 
pound upon this class of wire rods. That is to say, we have provided 
that this class of rods valued at 3 cents a pound, instead of 34 cents per 
pound, shall come in at the lower rate of duty, which, under existing 
law, is six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

When the law of 1883 was enacted we provided that all rods not less 
than No. 5, wire gauge, should pay six-tenths ofa cent per pound when 
valued at 34 centsa pound or less. At that time no wire rod was rolled 
thinner than No. 5, wiregauge. Then we provided that all wire thinner 
than No. 5 should pay another and a higher rate. That is, it was the 
intention of the law that all thinner than No. 5, wire gauge, should 
pay duty as wire; but it was held by the Treasury Department that all 
rolled iron or steel should be classed as rods, and drawn iron or steel 
should be classed as wire. The foreign manufacturers then rolled their 
rods thinner than No. 5 down to No. 6, and imported them under the 
blanket clause at 45 per cent. ad valorem, a plain and palpable evasion 
of the intent of the law. 

[ think there is no better illustration than this, and I will say to my 


substitute. 


The consumer certainly has no right to complain that his wire is costin; 
much under existing conditions. Barbed wire, which five years ago (with rods 
coming in at 30 per cent. duty) was worth 8 cents per pound, is to-day selling as 
low as 2} cents per pound at the factory. Allowing half of 1 cent per pound for 
middie-men’s profits and freights (a very liberal estimate) the price to the con- 
sumer would be 3} cents per pound. At this price it would cost just $90, ora 
little over 56 cents an acre, to fence a farm of 160 acres with barbed wire four 
strands high. Wire nails are sold at $2.50 per keg at the factory, which is less 
than the cost of rods in 1882. These two articles form the great outlet for the 
wire-rods that are manufactured and imported into this country—barbed-wire 
fence and wire nails. No better evidence is required of the fact that protection 
cheapens the protected article than the constant reduction in the price of wire 
and wire-rods since 1883 in the face of an advance of 50 per cent, in the rate of 
duty. 


Prior to 1883 the duty on wire-rods was 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. President, I have spent perhaps longer time on the subject of 
wire thau I ought to have done. Ido not know but that I should say 
something more as respects the metal schedule. I will simply add 
that we have reduced copper one-half, and there is no better refutation 
of what is said by many people, that the duty is added to the price, 
than what is disclosed in respect to the question of copper. The duty 
is a high duty now. We have reduced it one-half. Why? Because 
we have for the last two or three years exported largely of copper, so 
that the duty does not affect the price of copper one way or the other 


friends on the other side that I want to point a moral here as respects | in this country. The testimony was clear before the Committee on 
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nly in this country but in Europe, and the duty has no ef- | t 
uj the price, as the price is now less here or no more than in The Hou l re st 
London, where it is free of duty. reduces it 50 per ¢ 
Therefore I say for present purposes or at this tir t is not n - | duty on sugar 
gary that we should retain the duty on copper for the protection of our | ilar nature in the: Ra 
own producers, and yet conditions may chang \t the present tim rhe sugar duty remains at 41 per « 
it is the enormous production of copper and its for 1 control that con- | under the substitut It was not an t ( 
trols the price of copper and not the duty. deal with this sugar question a ects t 
The next schedule is wood and wooden-ware. I suppose I need not | I think we have reached a fair solution veen the « 
explain to the Senate that we have made no practical change in tl refiners of sugar Chere was 2. disposition to make ia tines 
wood schedule. We have corrected one or two incongruities in that | of the duty as would car test to No. 1 
schedule, or rather one or two difficulties that arise in the administra- | ard, but the majority « tho unwise 
tion of that schedule under the present Jaw. I have been in the past | ther information at le: radic 
myself rather disposed to think that we ought to reduce the duty upon | therefore we have left th t in s 
sawed lumber, but I think it is clear from what has been disclosed re- | at No. 13, Dutch stand yposed t Hou 
cently that any reduction of the duties upon sawed lumber would inure Sugar is as essential to every family in the ted States 
not to our people, but inure to the benefit of the Dominion of Canada It enters as much into the consumption of « musehold 
and I am not ready at this moment to pick out and select things which | that household may be, as does fl ind é ! 
shall especially benefit the Dominion of Canada. We have many u life that should have a low rate of duty it is sugar, as this « 
settled questions with that Government, and lumber should not now be | by the consumer, because we do not no nd « not 1 ! 
excepted from any arrangements we may in the future make with them. | favorable circumstances for many years to produce o 
Upon this point I beg to present what has been stated recently by Con- | what we consume, and I believe—i speak 1f—tl re 
sul Hotchkiss upon this subject, which is found in the majority report: | encouragement is given in the substitute to test our power o 
: . a rr snear either f sorezhum or beets. and » reasonahie } 
I have been thus explicit in describing the systems of the two cou es, 1D ugar either [rom sorghum ¢ as CE , 
to my mind,they are the key by which the situation and effect may safely | to those now engaged in this production from 
prejudged in case free lumber becomes a reality The consumption of sugar in our country is enormous. I[n 1 w 
fhere is no dispute that the Am an manufacturer controls the maki: OE iiie Rete eae ell anenr niet tune ; re < a6 unt , 
prices. In doing this heis not influenced by the Canadian pply in any degre produces as much sugar as we linported,. : _— Eve U : 
If the duty of $2 is removed it will not affect the An Ly iu between 1850 and 1860, I believe, that we re ia 
has never been a factor, and will still b« felt ver price will preva i nported more sugar than we produced. There wasa! nl i 
in the United States than heretofore, and no different net results will be exper ‘ oar Naikernnin Of ? ae wet aS ahah Se t 
enced by the manufacturer of sugar between these years, an = pe’ ‘ ou noe 
rhe Canadian, on the contrar vill lay his er « t ’ n p as on verage, and we imported Vv tis nore than 1 
market at $2 less per thousand, a id will obtain the \mer ' | duced. Each vear alter 1865 th wasag lual i reace n the « 
does, so that the net result to the Canadian manufacture: il be a clear gain of aan ; ae co . +} at ENE ath aa 1 
the $2 which the American Government has remitted Phis additional net re- | > MPU OF sugar not only in tl = , Au per capi . 
sult to the Canadian manufacturer will, however, be of yt duratio trebled the consumption of sugar i tw t é nd n 
Having shown how the governments in Cana 4 continue their lof the | jin the United States more than 3,150,000,000 po 1s of re 
timber land and their disposition to tax them tothe utmost, I am contidentt = niv econsn it ! I 1,110,000,0 
not a May pay-day will pass before a public notice will 1 1 effect thata eus We only con Dea vwe Cats agY 1,4 . 
further increase in annual and timber dues has been made an order in i that in twenty years the people of the United Stat have neat 
in sums sufficient to absorb the $2 per thousand into the pr icial treas ‘ their consumption of sugar 
We know, in confirmation of this statement, that when we removed Is there any law of political economy h should requ 
: } } . } watt To oe 1 , } Rl 
the duty of $1 a thousand on logs Canada straightway put an expor family in the United States to pay the ] ‘ 1 duty 
duty of $2 a thousand on the same article. | a pound upon sugar ¢ ned in that fai uld 
I also wish to incorporate in the RrecorD, in order that it may be con- | paid to refiners of sugar There is not a family in the I 
venient, a statement made by the Department of Agriculture respect- | but what pays more for sugar than it d r bread be { 
ing the effect of the tariff duty upon lumber: enormous duty, and yet this House bill comes here to us red 
At the present stage of development, however, it seems, so far as U uv rof | duty upon st r oniv 15 per ¢ I nor 
standing supplies is concerned, there need be no fear r hope from f 2 and wh It has been the boast of the D : 
petition, for “‘ the quantity of standing pine in the United States a Ca lais | ted to ‘ ; duties un ‘ 
reduced to a condition of absolute control; itis held in strong hands on bo ee WO Fecu } | 
sides and will not be lightly frittered away. The stumpage price, w sj iry Of Iife 1s greater t i 
lately advanced as never before, will necessitate the up! if present s | the highest rate of dut fi anya 
for ees lumber, and an advance of prices is as certain as a decrease « and wines not excepted 
suppiles. . 
: : ‘ - ret [ \ cs ' 
lhe discussions of the tariff question in the “ lumberman | ! Mr. DAWES. 1] 
rally tinged by diverse personal interests, according as the 1 ifacturer owns Mr. ALLISON Rice should be « ept 
sium page or relies upon supplied material. There are a number of Americ ilorem rate of dutv of an iI le up tl dutia 
lumbermen who have invested millions of dollars and hold large t . ? 8 : , 
in Canada, and their interest would lead them to desire the r va iS abd W not excepted, L yé i yi 
cumbrance of $2, which the Canadian Government places on th i « 18 per cent Is it to be cl: 1 pre 
ured, and the home Government on the manufactured artic rhe | ¢ dnties nnon 4 ; { ' 
ths : ‘ t uties n i i 
ments on this side of the line do not wish to lose the margin of $2, alt} . : . : 
a lumber dealer expressed himself, ‘‘ they can well afford it, for they cont ; y upon this essential necessa 
plies, production, and price.” Unless we « itilize beets and : | t I 
itis argued that whatever may be the temporary effects of a local or pérsonal | jy» the future it is not probable t ak eae 1 1 of 
character that might result from the abolition of the tariff, such effects would ‘ ata 1 ‘ 
not immediately be felt; they would not be great, and o t-lived Th the sugar that we consume in this coun nad we are cor f 
range in which Canadian lumber, which has never been k t by the duty; | by vearagreater number of} per ail 
can compete with our own will be extended by so much as the amount of the | },,, 1 law. and thereby ; t] t 
, pecome a iaw, a i } 2DY ! 0 
present duty, if removed, would pay for extended transportation; meanwhil : ‘ 3 ; : ‘ 
cs . a ha i Sta : fron t : ) ( » , 
the Canadian stumpage will increase in value, and the distance from which Ca- | Of t4 United States from 1 to 1 ) £2, 
nadian supplies must be brought will increase-so as to offset any temporary ad num to our people, the effect of thi lu ! i 
vantage. crease the ¢ canal iption of sugar i ‘ 1 
An unbiased weighing of the arguments advanced on both sides leads tothe | , ee a 101 i i i 
conclusion that the removal of the tariff on lumber would have no appreciable | HENCE 1 should say that, as respects t rau € 
effect upon the price to the consumer, nor be detrimental to the lumberman’s |; revenue w ill be increased at the rate of $1 0,0 
or saw-mill business, nor in the least affect the laboring man; but at the same bevond one-half the an twel ré { I 
time no appreciable benefit towards preservation of forests and forest supplies va : -" é 
need be expected at this date from such removal. Possibly positive local ad- | Will be an addition to the r 
vantages may be gained, if by such competition local manufactures were en- Our sugar -producing territor xcept hum, i and 
couraged and the shipping of raw material made less pr: ple ‘ t iret with 





; on | cane-sugar is produced 1 ible cond 
With these statements, by officials now in office and familiar with | the great amount of the production o roughont the world from 


. . . . . i 
the subject, and the additional statement that, in my judgment and | cane. The Senator from Kentucky t + especial pains to cri eour 
belief, after as fall an examination as I could make of the subject, the | action on the sugar question in report, whereby he not « riti 


taking off of the duty on a particular article of lumber involved in the | cises this reduction severely. but he goes back to the legislat Has 
House bill would simply be so much of a bonus to the Dominion of | and states that in the conference committee the duty or eu 
Canada rather than a benefit to our own people, I leave the matter, Nos. 13 and 16, Dutch standard, was raised fror ce! f cents 
only adding that the framers of the House bill do not touch but one | a pound, and he says in his report that the § : l-1 
or two classes in the lumber schedule. They do not reduce the duties | vote. had fixed the relation between what ;and 
upon the advanced manufactured lumber ; they leave those open, and | sugars between 13 and 16 at 40 cents per ! enths 
therefore it-is that the effect of the House provision will be simply to | of acent per pound. He states, then, that furt vation 
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in favor of the substitute and the and against the 
refin as with the House bill, and yet the Senator 

Kentucky criticises thi tute which redu one-hun- 

dredt} . cent below the bill which he supports between 13 and 16 

Di standard, and says he is in favor of the House bill. This House 

bil ikes a greater difference in favor of r than the highest 

point he wa in 1883. 

The dif substitute which we propose and 
» bill as re a difference of 56,000,0 
per annum tothe consumer. by the House bill the tax upon the 

people of the United States is $6,000,000 per annum more than the Sen- 

ate substitute, as the duty is paid by the people who consume the su- 
gar, and, in my judgment, it is practically the only case in all these 
dutiable-lists where the consumer pays the duty 
fro husetts [ Mr. HoAR] very justly and very properly observes, 
it bears heavily upon the poor and upon those who have large families. 

Six million dollarsto whom? Where will it go? Itis between 13 and 

16. Why is it that the refining interest insists all the time upon that 

relationof 13and16? It is that the centrifugal sugars can not come in 
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between 13 and 16, and thus go into consumption without the inter- | 


vention of the refiner. Therefore it is that they want to make the line 


of demarkation strongest between 13 and 16, in order that all sugars | 


that come in may be raw sugars, and thus pass through the pro- 
cesses of refining in our country; and I repeat that the Senate substi- 
tute makes a difference of one-fifth of a cent, or $6,000,000 per annum 
in favor of the consumers of sugar. 

W hat is the effect of that? Acccording to the census of 1880, there 
was twenty-seven and a half millions of capital invested in sugar refin- 
ing in the United States. I have not been able to procure the accurate 
statistics between then and now, but I assume that there is certainly 
not more than $50,000,000 of capital engaged in that industry now. 
So this concession made to sugar refiners in the House bill as compared 
with the Senate bill is 12 per cent. upon all the capital of all the sugar 
refineries in the United States; and yet the Senators who have made 
the minority report upon this bill, including the separate and distinct 
report of the Senator from Kentucky, indorse these House provisions 
as respects the question of sugar, and then they denounce all trusts. 
They legislate by the provisions of this House bill $6,000,000 into 
the pockets of the sugar trust, 12 per cent. per annum upon theircapital, 
and take it out of the pockets of the people of the United States and 
denounce the Republican party and this substitute for administering 
to and fostering trusts! Consistency is a jewel that is not found in 
this minority report any more than it is in the report of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The next schedule is tobacco and cigars. We propose in this bill to 
somewhat modify the duties upon tobacco and cigars. Iam not clear 
that the provisions as introduced are exactly what they ought to be. I 
say that for the benetit of all those who may be interested in this man- 
ufacture we have done the best we could with the information at 
hand; but, I repeat, in the great hurry of getting this bill with all its 
schedules properly before the Senate, we have had to report some pro- 
visions without the careful examination which should have been made. 

We have changed the duty upon imported cigars from two and one- 
half dollars a thousand and 25 per cent. ad valorem to a specific duty 
of three and one-half dollars. ‘The effect. of that may be, I think, to 
increase the duty upon some kinds of imported cigars; but as they are 
a luxury I do not think that increase will be very much felt. 

We have also made a change in the law as respects wrappers. We 
have taxed tobacco suitable for wrappers 75cents a pound, unstemmed, 
and if stemmed, $1. In order to compensate for that increase on the 
wrappers we have reduced the duty on Cuban tobacco for fillers, which 
is the only tobacco practically imported, from 35 to 40 respectively to 25 
and 20 cents. I donot know that this adjustmentis just whatit should 
be, and the committee desires the information that always comes from 
an open discussion of the details of a bill in the Senate and such fur- 
ther information as we can acquire from the trade before the details are 
finally adjusted. 

The next schedule is provisions, We have made some changes in 
the provision schedule. So far as we could we have provided specific 
duties in lieu of the ad valorem duties. 

There are some things that the committee have in contemplation 
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of ad valorem duties, and I believe the effect will be to increase some- 
what the rate of duty upon silks as compared with the duty now col- 
lected, or which ought to be collected. It was the intention of the com- 
mittee and the intention of the Secretary of the Treasury, as we un- 
derstood it, to make these specific duties correspond exactly with the 
ad valorem duties, when honestly collected, now on the statute-book. 

We have made no great changes in the three other schedules, sun- 
dries, books, and the free-list. 

Thus, Mr. President, I have gone over the details of this bill, not 
with the expectation or intention of dtscussing the merits or demerits 
of protection or free trade. I did not intend and do not propose to do 
that in this debate at this moment. I intend to refrain from discuss- 
ing the abstract question of free trade and protection. I only mean to 
say that from my examination of these bills—the House bill and the 
substitute—the one is a clear and distinct measure of protection to 
American industry and American producers, and the other is a step, 
and I may say a long step, in the direction of what is commonly known 
as free trade. 

Iam reminded by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] 
that I have not touched upon wool and woolens. I have not, nor have 
I upon cotton. These are twoof the great schedules in this bill. The 
woolen schedule is changed very much and the cotton schedule is con- 
siderably changed; but in the cotton schedule there has been only an 
increase of duty upon two or three items of rates upon the finer grades 
and an equal number of items of the lower grades have been reduced. 

We have increased duties in the woolen schedule somewhat, but only 
in the higher classes of woolen goods. We have not touched the lower 
classes of woolen goods, except to correct what has been understood in 
the Treasury Department and by both Houses of Congress to be an in- 
justice in respect to worsted goods. We have made that correction and 
classified worsted goods with woolen goods in every case, and in that 
sens¢, perhaps, the lower classes of worsted goods will be required 
to pay a somewhat increased duty. But with that exception every 
increase in the woolen schedule comes from an increase in the higher 
and finer grades of woolen manufactures, and they were made neces- 
sary because we increased the duty by 1 cent a pound upon the finer 
grades of wool. 

I ought to say one word as respects the duty on wool, because, in my 
judgment, it is probable there will be a small increase of revenue aris- 
ing from that. 

Last year—I have not the exact figures béfore me, but will state them 
in general—there were imported last year of carpet wools about 63,- 
000,000 pounds of the lower grades, which are now taxed at 24 cents 
a pound, which we do not change. There were imported 21,000,000 
pounds of the finer grades of carpet wools at a dutiable value of about 
18 centsa pound. Upon that higher grade the bill as reported pro- 
poses to increase the duty 1 cent a pound upon clothing wool, of which 
there were imported over 20,000,000 pounds last year and re-exported, 
I believe, about 6,000,000 pounds; so that the total importation of 
clothing wool last year probably would not be more than 15,000,000 
pounds that would pay duty; we add 1 cent, so that on these two classes 
there will bean increase of revenue. In the woolen schedule, taken asa 
whole, upon the basis that there will be as large importations under the 
new rates as under existing rates, there will be an increase; but I ven- 
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it is quite natural that they should go quite to the end 
if there be anyend to it, in their unhallowed pursuit of 
but I do wonder that any intelligent Christian man, outside 
to support by his vote and in 


their country ; 

of their tether, 

wealth ; 

of the favored cire le, can be induced 
ence this shameless iniquity. 

Chese changes of classification and of rates of duty are justified, and 
always have been, under the pretense of sitaplification and of prevent- 
ing fraud against the Government by importers 
of ‘‘ Stop thief,’’ and must cause a broad smile on the faces of manufact- 
hen they mention it to each other. How a plain ad valorem 
duty could possibly be simplified by the addition of a specific duty 
thereto is one of the mysteries of the trade. And how it could be 
further simplified by basing a specific duty on a valuation of the article 
and adding both to the ad valorem is a still greater mystery; but when 
you add a half dozen different classifications of the same article, dis 
tinguishable only by an imperceptible shade of difference in material, 
fineness, or coarseness, and ailix a different value, a different specific, 
and a different ad valorem rate of duty to each classification, the sim- 
plification to be found therein becomes the greatest mystery of all. 

The same argument applies with even greater force to questions ot 
fraudulent valuation. 

Take the woolen schedule—paragraph 354—‘‘cloth shawls,”’ etc., 
valued at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound, and 
35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound and not 
exceeding 60 cents, 35 cents per pound, and 40 per cent. ad_valorem; 
valued above 60 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound, and 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. Here there are three different estimations of value in the 
first place—three different specific duties and three different ad valorem 
duties on the same article. 
The next section, 355, ‘flannel, blankets, and hats, 
worse, comprising four different estimates of value, four specific rates 
of duty, and four ad valorem rates of duty. The next paragraph, No. 
356, ‘‘women’s and children’s dress goods,’’ etc., is, if possible, still 
nore complicated. So itis through the whole of the -woolen and the 
cotton schedules. Proof of this is found in sections 316, 318, 319, 321, 
323, and 324. Inthe metal schedule these tricks abound, and wherever 
it was practicable to do so specific duties have been added to or sub- 
stituted for ad valorem, and classifications changed. In their view ad 
valorem duties, plain and simple as they are, are objectionable, because 
they will reduce the tax as the price is reduced, whereas specific duties 
tax the cheapest articles as much as the dearest, and maintain the du- 
ties at one figure, although the price goes down until, as often happens, 
the tax becomes more than the price of the goods. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] claims that the whole sched- 
ule is divided into 795 paragraphs, each one relating to a single article. 

There are fifteen different schedules, each of which is separate and distinct. 
licsides that it divides the whole into 795 paragraphs, each paragraph relating 
to a single article, thus dissipating the idea, which isso comimon in this country, 
that the tariff affects three thousand or four thousand articles, because 795 para- 


raphs describe every article, not only on the dutiable, but on the free list as 
well, 


urers W 


ance, " 


Let us see if this is true. See section 358, woolen schedule, where 
are enumerated seven different articles; section 359 enumerated five 


different articles of three different materials in two different stetes of | 


manufacture; section 360, where are enumerated fifteen different arti- 
cles made of three different materials; section 370, where are enu- 
mucrated six kind of articles made of two different kinds of material. 
Paragraphs 375, 376, and 377 of the silk schedule, 395, 412, 416, 417, 
415, each embracing many articles. In addition to which, necessarily, 
each schedule has a comprehensive amd residuary clause erected to the 
unknown, ‘‘not specially enumerated and provided for.”’ 

The repert very frankly tells us how careful the majority was to con- 
sult all the parties interested in the money to be received from this tax- 
ation, and how very tender they had been in dealing with any item 
wherein their profits might be touched. They say ‘‘ the time which 
has elapsed since the House bill reached the Senate has been diligently 
employed by your committee in a careful investigation of the diverse 
and important questions involved in a general tariff revision, and in 
hearing such repre-entatives of the vast number of interests affected by 
changes in the tariff schedules as could be heard in the limited time at 
their disposal. Other interested parties are desirous of being heard, and 
it is the intention of the committee, with the approval of the Senate, to 
give such time to further hearings as shall be possible during the period 
the bill may be under discussion, with a view of eliciting the fullest 
information in order that the provisions of the substitute and of such 
amendments as shall be suggested may be acted upon with the greatest 
degree of intelligence.”’ 

And with this view they reserve the privilege of suggesting further 
amendments. By this we are to understand that while the Senate of 
the United States sits in this Chamber in discharge of its high functions 
to legislate for the interest of the whole people, the congress of the 
“‘interested parties’? who are to benefit by public taxation is sitting 
in the lobby to supervise our work and see that it conforms to their 
wishes. They are to be consulted whenever any Senator shall suggest 
anamendment. Surely the power of these protected classes could not 
be more humbly acknowledged than is done by this statement. With 
all the care which has been taken of their interests, with all the sub- 
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serviency which American Senators have thus manifested to these *‘ Bar- 
ons of the exchequer’? it is to be supposed,if not hoped, that their dili- 
gence in the guardianship of their own interests, even down to the 
meet with its reward. 

People reading the report of the majority would naturally feel curious 
to know if that subcommittee ‘‘ heard ’’ anybody beside the interested 
manufacturers. Was there anyconsumer there? Was any complaint 
made by those who simply pay the taxes, and were there any sugges- 
tions made for their relief or to prevent their “‘injury’’ and their 
‘disturbance?’’ Indeed in the difficult task of framing a bill “‘ to se- 
cure the proper relation between the rates imposed upon the numerous 
articles produced in our related and interdependent industries, the 
most difficult problem of tariff adjustment,’’ did it ever occur to those 
able financiers to ‘try their hands upon a problem much more simple 


| and important, the revenue duties which should best promote the in- 


terest of 60,000,000 people and equalize the burdens of the support of 


| their Government on principles of justice and equality ? 


lt seems to me they should have tried the simple problem first and 


| secured the greatest good for the greatest number before they tested 


Surely this is simplification with a venge- | 
is still | 





their great genius in solving the problem of how to divide an untold 
mass of plunder so as to give satisfaction toall the robbers and fry any 
quantitity of fat out of their spoils. I wonder, too, did the indecency 
of the spectacle ever occur to them, of permitting these ‘‘ interested 
parties ’’ to dictate the laws which were to tax theircountrymen? A 
reputable citizen would not be permitted to sit upon a jury for the 
trial of a causein which he had the least interest, directly or indirectly, 
or any of his kindred, by consanguinity or affinity. A decent judge 
would not sit in the trial of a cause in which he had once been retained 
or consulted nor in a suit for or against a corporation in which he had 
a single share of stock. 

Yet in this great cause, wherein they petition the Government to 
levy taxes upon the people which are to go into their own pockets, 
they are permitted to control the method and the amount! They are 
summoned here for that purpose, they are retained in the lobbies until 
the last moment for that purpose, and the committee gravely tell us 
that should any amendment be suggested they reserve the right to 
consult the plaintiffs. Curia advisari vult. 

I commend their care, but opine their fears are groundless. Judging 
by this report there would seem to be no danger whatever that the ma- 
jority of the Finance Committee should at any time forget the welfare 
of the manufacturers and act as though they had a Government to sup- 
port and sixty millions of countrymen to legislate for. 

Their free-list is a fair indication of their regard for those neglected 
sixty millions. Acorns, baryta, bees-wax, braids, bristles, chickory, 
culm, coal-tar, curling-stone handles, Zante currants, Chinese matting, 
human hair, mineral waters, opium for smoking, rags, rape-seed, sponges, 
and sand show their respect for the comfort of the million. Books 
printed in foreign tongues, which our little children can not read, are also 
free. This, with free opium, is intended doubtless as a bonus to that 
peculiar American labor for which protection is invoked. With the 
exception of jute and jute-butts and textile grasses and cheap adulter- 
ated molasses there is little upon it worth anything to anybody except 
the manufacturers. Compare it with the blessings conferred on the 
poor by the free-list of the House bill—free wool, lumber, salt, cotton- 
ties, and tin-plates. 

The proposed abolition of all taxes on spirits used in the arts is ex- 
pressly announced to be for the benefit of the manufacturers. The 
report says ‘‘ that this tax is attended with no corresponding benefit 
except the resulting revenue which is not unnecessary.’’? The report 
says (on page 10127) that ‘‘ tariff schedules have been thoroughly re- 
vised, rearranged, and greatly simplified. Reductions have been made 
wherever they have seemed desirable, and we have increased rates 
wherever it seemed necessary to preserve the workingmen engaged in 
any Anyerican industry requiring protection from ruinous or nvequal 
competition. 

You will observe that the usual phraseology is here changed. Upto 
this report it has usually been called the ‘‘American labor in our fac- 
tories.’ Now it is ‘‘the workingmen engaged in any American in- 
dustry ’’—that is to say, any Canadian, Hungarian, Italian, Chinaman, 
or what not who has taken the place of an American citizen and works 
for less wages must be protected from ruinous or unequal competition; 
that is to say, his employer must have more money. 

The duty on tin-plateas at present existing is declared to be ‘‘ anoma- 
lous and inadequate.’’ There being no tin-plate produced in America 
which could be protected, ‘‘ the inadequacy ’”’ of the present tax would 
be hard to determine; but the anomaly is easily understood. It is cer- 
tainly rather anomalous, in the opinion of the committee, that this 
article of prime necessity should be permitted to the people with only 
a tax paid to the Government instead of the rightful owners, and the 
committee think that by offering a sufficient reward these distributees 
of public taxation might be induced to materialize and claim their 
share. At all events, they think that the pre-natal garments should 
be prepared and in readiness for the baby which may possibly be born, 
even though the children who are already in existence go naked and 


hungry. 
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[In stating the object and intentions of the committee in framing the 
substitute it was admitted virtually that everything was considered 
jt the interests of the public revenues. They say 





is based upon the idea that tariff revision it es an equita 
’ duties in the interest and for the ber toft people of t 
d in the distribution of rates its fran ‘ ive not hesitated to 
n defensive barriers which would carr a 
homes. 

Into some of them it will carry this “ conudcence 1 comfort 
doubt. The committee did not venture to Say all American home 
Into the home of Mr. Carnegie, Mr. Havemeyer, Mr. Ammidown, and 
every great manufacturer : nd eve ry member Of @ trust it v ill no doubt 


be warmly received. These homes are found in the palac 
But in the homes of the cabin and the cottage, in the farm 
amid the blooming orchards, in the humble habitation of the widow 


and the orphan the continued tax on their salt, their childrens’ books | 


and slate pencils, their tin-cups and water-pails, the increased tax upon 
their woolen and cotton clothing, their table cutlery, plates, cups and 


r 
g, I 
saucers, their blankets and wool hats will carry neither confidence nor 


comfort. Itwill rather make the thoughtful among them wonder why in } 
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the name of a merciful Creator a free Christian government will thus 


lade them with this weight of taxation and scrimp their narrow means 





still more for the benefit of those who are already ri 
The fact that in order to maintain their unnatural profits the manu- 
facturers should urge arguments and make protestations in the very 


face of human nature and of instinctive moral laws is not so strange | 


as that anybody should be found to believe them. They constant! 
tell us that their desire for high tariffs is dictated solely by the wish to 
continue or increase the amount of wages paid to their workmen, and 
that as for themselves and their own interests it would do them no 
good, for high duties produce domestic competition and invariably 
cheapen their products to a point lower than they would be if open to 





the competition of the world. Thisis the constant theme of every pro- | 


tection orator, every subsidized paper, and of all the manufacturers 
themselves, or the great bulk of them, who from time to time for twenty 
years past have swarmed before committees of Congress eager toswear 


to these facts in proof of their disinterestedness. Yet all men know | “ ; 
* | that day upon nea 


that when a man makes anything for sale he naturally and instinct- 
ively seeks to obtain the very highest price for it and to obtain the very 
cheapest material and lowest rate of wages in the manufacture of it. 

For between the minimum of cost and the maximum of i 
the profit there is in the transaction. The nearer these ap 
less there is of profit. Therefore when manufacturers « 1eir advo 
cates tell us that they wish such laws passed as will increase the cost 
of manufacture and lessen the price of their products they simply per- 
vert the truth, and so outrageously that if one did not see it and hear 
it every day it could scarcely be believed that men in their senses 
would venture it. In fact, we know that whilst they { 
price of their products by procuring high duties to be levi 
of their foreign competitors they purchase their labor 
stricted labor markets of the world. 

It is claimed that the average of American wages are 50 per cent 
higher than English wages and 100 per cent. higher than those of th 
continent of Europe generally. That being so, the average labor cost 
of all American manufactured products, being about 20 per cent. of the 
entire cost, covers the difference between American wages and European. 

The average rate of tariff duties on all imported products being 47 
per cent. of the entire value of the product, there remains 27 per cent. 
on all goods imported into this country to be added to the cost of all 
similar goods manufactured in this country over and above the equal- 
ization of foreign and domestic labor. ‘To this must be added that 
large but undefined sum arising from the superior machinery of Amer- 
ican manufacturers and the superior skill, strength, and intelligence of 
the American worker as is evidenced by the output of his products. 
Now, where does this excess beyond 20 percent. go? There is but one 
receptacle for it—the pockets of the manufacturers. If any proof of 
this were wanting it will be found in the reports of the census of 1880, 
compiled under high protection auspices, which show conclusively that 
the profits of manufacturing are greater than those of any other Amer- 
icam industry and far exceed many times over that sum which would 
equalize labor between America and Europe. 

So far does this excess go that the people of the United States could 
well afford to pay themselves tfirough the public Treasury the wages 
of every workingman in every protected factory in the country and 
strike off the excess in the tariff on foreign goods which is put there in 
the workingman’sname. Let me illustrate: The cost of making a ton 
of steel rails in the United States was last year $27, of which $4.25 was 
paid in wages. This sum covered the difference between American 
and English labor. The duty on that ton of rails was $17, leaving 
$12.75 for the manufacturer’s profit. Now, suppose that the people of 
the United States through their treasury should pay that $4.25 them- 
selvesand by law abolish the duty on steel rails, that would enable them 
to buy a ton of English rails laid down in New York for $20.50. Now, as 
the manufacturer only claims the duty for the sake of his workingman, 
and as the workman has already been paid for making the ton of rails he 
could afford to sell the people a ton for the same price, or at most, just 
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ucts as it does those of the manufacturer, then the restraint 
rights would not be any worse than upon other people. 

But unfortunately for him, whilst the price of all his suppli 
creased by tarifis, the pri f all his productions is lowered 
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country can force people by law to buy all things which they use from 
them, at prices fixed by them in the absence of competition, whilst 
they themselves buy their labor and their food in markets cheapened 
by the comp tition of the whole world, they may be ex pecté d to con- 
tinue to make and adhere to these assertions in the face of truth and 
ex] 
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of the labor cost of a product adopted by the great bulk of political 
economists all the worldever. That is, to take the wages paid to the 
laborer who converted the product from what was raw material fox 
that process of manufacture, and ascertain what proportion those 
wages bear to the entire cost of the product. They contend that the 
labor cost proper of a finished product in its last form ready for con- 
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sumption should be estimated by the wages paid all the way through | 


the entire processes, from the time when the raw material was taken 


in the state that nature originally furnished it, and should be con- | 


pevsated by tariff duties embracing the whole. 


In one sense this is true, but the committee in making their argu- | 
completely refute the idea that manufactures furnish a home mark 


ment for the purpose of showing that the real labor cost of a finished 


article is about 90 per cent. of its total value, instead of 20, fail to re- | 


member or omit to mention the fact that every sale of the article in- 
cludes the price of all labor previously expended upon it, and that the 
final sale of the finished article includes all the labor in all the previous 
forms of the material of which the article is composed. If the labor of 
digging a ton of ore from the earth was paid protective wages sufficient 
to equalize the difference between American and English labor in ore 
digging, when that gre was sold to the man who smelts it those wages 
were included in the price and paid for. 

When the ton of pig-iron was finished, if the workman who smelted 
it was paid protective wages sufficient to maintain the natural differ- 
ence between his wages and those of the English smelter, the sale of 
that ton of pig-iron to the man who rolls it into bars includes those 
vages, and they can not require to be compensated by another tariff. 
When the man who rolis it into bars sells to another artiticer to be con- 
verted into still another form the high protective wages which he paid 
to his workmen are again included in the price; and so on to the last 


form in which it is consumed. And therefore, if the manufacturer of 


the ultimate form of the iron gets a protection which equalizes the dif- 
ference between the wages he pays and those which are paid to the 
English workman who makes the same article, it is all that in reason 
or logic he could ask. But according to the theory of the committee, 
it would seem that he ought to be compensated by a duty which would 
cover the cost of every stroke of human labor which had been expended 
upon the product in ali its history, not remembering that this had all 
betn paid for and that every sale of the article, at every stage of its 
manufacture, had extinguished the question of labor. 

Perhaps, however, there is no greater error connected with this sub- 
ject or one more persistently urged than that concerning the advan- 
tages of the home market. It is very true that if a man could sell 


would be a happy and a prosperous state of things. Especially would 
this be soif it could be done naturally and without a violation of the 
established Jaws of economy; in other words, if the home market in- 
vites him by offering the best prices. But when he desires to go some- 
where else to sell his products and to buy his supplies he does so be- 
cause that other place invites him by offering him the best market. 
His interest prompts him to accept it. 

Then when the law steps in and forbids him to follow the dictates of 
his interest and tells him that he shall both buy and sell in the home 
market, that law is in violation of all good economy and of the highest 
and dearest rights of the people. And when it is found that all these 
praises of the home market emanate from the home producer whose wares 
are for sale, and that the law which forbids a man from seeking the best 
market is instigated likewise by the home producer, then both the 
praises and the law become the proper objects of suspicion to every 
honest mind. The farmers of this country are the victims of this self- 
ish and illogical policy, more perhaps than any other class of the 
eommunity. Ifprotective tariffs operated to raise the price of his prod- 


| for the benefit of the others. 





readily at home for remunerative prices all that he could produce, it 


the Western farmer’s wheat. 

The reasonable amount of prosperity \ intry has enjoyed 
t cuitural classe 
and little wonder when we consider how they are fleeced on all sides 
The records of mortgages, of declining 
prices, amply testify to this. Nowhere has the decay of agriculture 
been more marked and lamentable than inseveral of the New England 
States where manufactures most abound. Thestatistics of these States 


which enriches the farmer. Anintelligentand painstaking gentleman 
of this city has carefully collaborated the figures which illustrate this 
subject, and show beyond all question that whilst the cities and towns 
of New England have grown and become wealthy by t! 
it has been at the expense and deca 
are his figures and conclusions: 

‘*The protective policy has built up a number of considerable towns 
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island; and these towns have 
doubtless given encouragement to gardening in their immediate vicin 
ities. But it is manifest that the incidental good has not reached b 
yond their immediate neighborhoods. It has been shown that the 
system, while enriching the capitalists and building the towns in the 
favored States, has at the same time depopulated and impoverislred 
their northern neighbors. And not only are Maine, New Hampshire, 
and Vermont injured by the artificial stimulant given by protection to 
manufacturing in the three more southern New England States, but 
appears from the census returns that it serves to rob the country in the 
favored States themselves of population, and thus to ruin agriculture, 
which fosters the best citizenship, for the purpose of enriching the 
towns. 

‘«'The tendency of population in all our Northerncountry to rush jo 
the citiesis one of the social evils of the times, which legislation should 
do nothing to encourage if it can do nothing to check. This tendenc 
in New England is particularly noticeable. Massachusetts, the richest 
and most populous of those States, is undergoing this process of popu- 
lar congestion—this rushing of the social blood to the head—at a gal- 
loping rate. The population of that State in 1870 was 1,457,395 i 
in 1880 it had risen to 1,783,085. The increase was, therefore, 3: 

A table of the census report of 1880 shows the population of cities : 
towns in the United States of 4,000 inhabitants and upwards. From 
this table it appears that in 1870 the towns and cities of Massachu- 
setts, of this description, contained 1,004,000, or not far from three- 
fourths of the population of the State, and that in 1580 the towns and 
cities of the State had gained 35 


e protective policy 
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y of the country at large. Here 
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356,000, or 29,000 more than the State 
at large. In other words, that the pppulation of the country had di- 
minished to that extent, besides having been stripped of its natural in- 
crease. 

‘*The population of Connecticut in 1870 was 537,454, and in 1880 it 
was 622,700. The increase was, therefore, 85,246. During the same 
years the population of the towns and cities of Connecticut rose from 
289,801 to 370,057. The increase of the city population was therefore 
80,255, or only 5,000 less than the gain of the whole State. In other 
words, the cities absorbed all the natural increase of the country pop- 
ulation, except the 5,000, together with what they drew from Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont, and other sources. 

‘Rhode Island in 1870 contained 217,353 inhabitants, and in 1880 the 
population was 276,531. The increase was, therefore, 59,178. The 
city and town population of Rhode Island increased between those 
years from 159,900 to 236,200, or 76.300. The cities therefore gained 
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door to fraud. Between the lines, it is not intended for the benefit ot Democrats who aided them to defeat tantf reauction were applauded 


manufactures. Section 37 of the House bill provides that fruit brandy | 


may be placed in warehouses, and the tax paid thereon when taken out 
for removal just the same as other spirits. Why not? But the sub- 
stitute says no—the farmer who distills his fruit shall pay the tax as 
the brandy comes from the worm. The professional distillers alone 
shall have the privileges of a Government warehouse. Section 38 of 
House bill provides that when the distillery apparatus of a small dis- 
tiller is seized for any violation of law it shall not be destroyed, but 
shall be sold as provided by existing law. The substitute says No! 
The property shall be destroyed whenever seized, though there may 
have been no legal adjudication of the guilt of its owner. 

Section 39 of House bill provides that whenever it shall be made to 
appear to the satisfaction of the judge having jurisdiction that the 
health or life of any person confined in prison for any offense against 
these laws is endangered by such close confinement, the judge may re- 
lease him upon bail or make any order necessary for his comfort and 
well-being. The substitute says No, let him suffer or die. 

In sections 29, 30, and 31 of House bill, it is humanely provided, re- 
spectively, that the minimum of punishments provided by statute for 
offenses shall be repealed, leaving it to the discretion of the judge who 
acquaints himself with all the circumstances to say what punishment 
shall be inflicted; and that no warrants of arrest shall be issued upon 
affidavit of charges upon mere information 4nd belief except by the 
regular officers of the law, and further provide that no feesshall be paid 
except where the defendant is convicted or the prosecution shall have 
been approved by the district attorney of the United States. And 
further, that all warrants of arrest for offenses against the United States 
laws shall be returnable before some judicial officer residing in the 
county of arrest, or if there be none such in that county, then in the 
county nearest the place of arrest. And lastly it is provided by sec- 
tion 33 (House bill) that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and 
the Secretary of the Treasury may compromise cases and reduce or re- 
mit any fines, penalties, forfeitures, or assessments under internal-rev- 
enue laws. All of which moderate and reasonable provisions in behalf 
of the small distillers and farmers of the country, the majority indig- 
nantly reject. ‘They are too small and humble to secure the attention 
of those intellects who have been so long struggling to— 

Secure the proper relation between the rates imposed upon the numerous ar- 
ticles produced in our related and interdependent industries. 

But as they had no time to give to the poor and the humble in the 
solving of this great problem in customs duties, of course they had none 
to bestow upon the farmer who distills 100 bushels of apples, or to con- 
sult the interest of any of the small fry who are affected by internal- 
revenue laws. It isa pity; but let us hope there is still justice abroad 
in the land which will some day be felt. 

The attempt to characterize the House bill as sectional in its char- 
acter because more articles of Northern production are affected by its 
reductions than of Southern production, is, to say the least, ridiculous. 
A table is furnished by the committee to show this. Of course nine- 
tenths of the manufactured products of the United States being made 
in the northern portion, the duties on which are complained of, neces- 
sarily the reductions affected the North more than the South. How 
could it be otherwise? If it were possible to reduce tariff duties with 
any show of justice or propriety sectionally, it could still be shown that 
the House bill does not reduce upon articles of Northern production dis- 
proportionately. The very reverse would be the fact, and is the fact. 
Largely over one-half of the proposed reduction by the substitute is made 
upon sugar, which is a purely Southern product; and rice, also grown 
in the South, and tobacco, whichis mainly aSouthern product. Andit 
will not be pretended for a moment that of the productions which are 
subjects of Federal taxation the South makesanything like near one-half. 

{ have an abiding hope and belief that our countrymen will not be 
deceived by any of these proceedings with reference to reducing taxes. 
For the last ten years the Democratic party has made an honest and 
persistent effort to reduce them to the necessities of the Government, 
at every step of which they bave been thwarted by the Republican party. 
They have never at any time had the power to reduce these taxes, for 
they have not had the possession at any one time of both branches of 
the legislature and the Executive. 

The committee acknowledge in their report the imperious necessity 
of this reduction, but blame first the President of the United States 
for the existence of the surplus. They say he could have spent it in 
paying premiums of $30 on the hundred to their friends the bondhold- 
ers. It is very true he could, and so he could have squandered it as 
countless millions have been squandered under the administration of 
his predecessors, but he did not. They say in the second place that 
the responsibility rests upon the party in control of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and that this is the first bill which the House has sent 
them for reducing revenue in five years. 

Nobody will be deceived by this. It is as well known to the coun- 
try as it is to those Senators who make this assertion, that almost the 
entire body of the Republican minority in the House have resisted 
every bill which the Democrats have tried to pass within that period, 
and that they were able by the help of a handful of Democrats to de- 
feat every bill for reducing taxes, and they know further that these few 


to the skies by them and made brevet patriotsand moral heroes. They 
know further, and so does the country, that for ten years past no Re- 
publican in the House of Representatives, certainly no considerable 
number of them, has so much as proposed a bill to reduce tariff taxes. 

Many of them have indeed, there as well as here, admitted the ne- 
cessity of reduction; there is no complaint of the liberality of their 
admissions in this respect, but during the time which I have been a 
member of this body [ can safely say that no Republican in either 
House, so far as my recollection goes, has made a bona fide movement 
to reduce any taxes in the maintenance of which the manufacturers of 


| this country were interested. Ichallengea contradiction of this. The 


result of every step or movement toward a change in the schedules has 
been an increase, and if anything was lowered it was by accident or 
oversight. 

Now, the moderate propositions of the House bill—which could be- 
come a law in twenty-four hours if this Senate would agree to it—are 
met by a counter proposition which, it is admitted, can not become a 
law at this session of Congress, which is intended for delay, and which, 
if adopted, would leave most of the taxes which are complained of in 
full force and increase many of them. The House bill, on the con- 
trary, is framed not only to relieve the Treasury, but to relieve the 
people, whilst this substitute is framed so as to relieve the Treasury 
and increase the burdens of the people. That is the difference be- 
tween the two. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not intend to try to answer any portion of the 
argument of the Senator from North Carolina, but I wish merely to 
call his attention to a misstatement in regard to the provisions of the 
substitute reported by the Finance Committee, which he was inad- 
vertently led into, imagine, by a misprint in the list of articles placed 
on the free-list. He stated that we had placed opium for smoking upon 
the free-list. If he will examine the measure as printed, he will find 
that we have not only not placed it upon the free-list but we have ab- 
solutely prohibited its importation. We have not placed it upon the 
free-list 

Mr. VANCE. Was that inthe draught asit was first submitted to the 
committee ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Never has it been in the bill in any other form ex- 
cept as an absolute prohibition of its importation. 

Mr. VANCE. Itis possible I may have been mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I just want to call aitention to that one error of 
fact at the present moment. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not believe it isan error. I shall look into it, 
and if I find I have made an error I shall correct it. I believe it is so 
placed on the free-list by omission. 

Mr. HISCOCK obtained the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7788) to establish a new land district in the State of 
Mississippi; and 

A bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2110) granting the right of way for the construction of a railroad through 
the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 869) for the relief of the sufferers by the wrecks of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa; 

A bill (8. 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast 
between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md.; 

A bill (S. 3234) to abolish circuit court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land district in the Territory 
of New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Mem- 
phis Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United 
States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, 
and granting the right of way to said railroad company over and through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in the 
State of Florida; and 

A bill (H. R. 7516) to increase the pension of Sylvester Stearns. 

MRS. MARY M. ORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment o! 
the House of Representative to the bill (S. 2663) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord. 

The d4mendment of the House of Representatives was in line 5, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘“‘one hundred’’ and insert ‘‘seventy- 
five.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move thatthe Senate concur in the amendment of 
tie House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 








1888. 


JOSEPH FENNO, DECEASED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1190) for the relief of 
Joseph Fenno, deceased. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, 
strike out ‘‘ Busby’’ and insert ‘‘ Fenno.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


in line 9, to 


RAILROAD THROUGH HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2110) granting theright 
of way for the construction of a railroad through the Hot Springs res- 
ervation, State of Arkansas. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were on page 2, 
line 26, before the word ‘“‘ years,*’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert 
‘“*three;’’ and in page 2, line 27, after the word “ act,’ to add: 


vol 
Provided, That this condition as to construction within three years shall be 


construed as a condition precedent to the grant herein made, and in case of | 


failure to so complete said road as provided, such failure shall of itself work a 
forfeiture of all rights hereunder. 


Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate concur in the 
of the House of Representatives. 
The amendments were concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 


amendments 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | 


Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (HL. R. 
A bill (EL 
Prince; 
A bill (FH. 
A bill (HL. R, 


2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim; 
2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; 
2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 


. 3608) to grant an increase of pension to William E. 


4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; 
4887) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 


A bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; 
A bill (H. R. 7887) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 


Harrison; 
A bill (H 
A bill (H 


+ ae 


<i 


8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; 
8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein; and 

A bill (H. R. 10515) to increase the pension of William Gallagher. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief of Miles F. West; 

A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen; 

A bill (H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine; 

A bill (H. R. 5480) for the relief of John Iredell Meares; 

A bill (H. R. 7151) for the relief of A. N. Kimball and sureties on 
his official bond as receiver of public moneys; 

A bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; 

A bill (H. R. 9297) for the relief of James Sims; and 

A bill (H. R. 10099) for the relief of Melchisedec Robinson. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 338) to clear the military record of J. George Ruck- 
stuhl; 

A bill (H. R. 2025) to place William J. Lowell on the rolls of the 
Arkansas Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint William | 


English an officer in the regular Army of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 11165) for the relief of John Gray. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan; and 

A bill (H. R. 5043) for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 7788) to establish a new land district in the State of 
Mississippi ; and 

A bill (H. R, 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe. 

The bill (H. R. 10606) to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of de- 
livery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the said port 
of Lincoln, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 246) for the relief of J. W. Patterson, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 


J. W. PARISH & CO. 
The bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co. was read 
twice by its title. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Thereisa similar Senate bill which was reported 
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from the Committee on Claims. Unless th 3 objee 
that the House bill lie on ‘le 
The PRESIDENT pre tem) 


Ww ‘ 
objection. The bill will lie on the t 
EX 

Mr. HISCOCK Mr. Pre ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to inquire whe 
desires to go on this evening? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should to g 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from New Y 


him to yield to me for a motion to go into ex 
Mr. HISCOCK. I yield for that purp 


Mr. COKE. I move that enat 
executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
eration of executive business After 12 min s t 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 0’ 17 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, T 
o’ clock m. 
CO’ LIRAEA lO. 
Ex 
RITORIAI 
Louis W. Crofoot, of Dakota Territory, to by ia 
supreme court ol the Territory of Dakota f { ‘ 
trict. 
Charles F. Templeton, of Dakota Territ to inte 
the supreme court of the Territory of Da t 
district. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AI U 
John H. Ob arly to be Commissioner of Ind 1 Aff 
COLLECTOR OF CUS MS 
Edward D. Linn, of Texas, to be collector « S i dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of Tex 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY. October 8, 1888 
The House met at 12 o'clock m Prayer by | J. H. ¢ ! 
D. D. 
The Journal of Friday’s proceedings was read and ap; 
FORT WALLACE RESERVATION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3597) to provide 
for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kaz 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill. If the House will hear me but a moment I 
do not think there will be any objection to its passage. A |} passed 
the House after consideration some time ago, passed the S e also, 
and was indorsed at that time by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
went to the President. The President, however, found that t ur- 


| vey of a certain 40 acres that is provided for in this bill conflicted with 
| the surveys that had been made, and therefore vetoed the bill. In 


consultation with the Secretary of the Interior he informed me that 
they were willing, in fact in favor of the passage of the bill, but wanted 


the second section amended, so as to allow the Secretary of the Interior 


to cause a resurvey of that 40 acres in order to overcome the difficulty 
that presented itself in the original bill. For that reason I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. It has already passed the Senate with- 
out objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, moved to reconsider the vete by which 
| the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider |! 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENC! 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 
To Mr. LAFFOON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


To 
To 
To 
To 
To 
To 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McCLAMMY, on account of important business. 
SmirH, of Wisconsin, on account of important busine 
BAYNE, for Monday and Tuesday, Gctober 8 and 9 
MORGAN, on account of important business. 
NEWTON, an indefinite extension of his leave 
CLARK, indefinitely, on account of important busin« 
WAREHOUSING FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means from the further consideration bill 
(S. 70) to provide for warehousing fruit brandy, and in doing so I will 


ol tne 
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make a statement concerning the subject. 
W h is included in the bill that was passed by the House, and I be- 


lieve that that portion of it is recommended by the Senate, granting | 


y for the bonding of spirits distilled from fruits, and it is ap- 
ved by the Treasury Department. My reason for calling it up now 
cause if it is not passed now it will be of no benefit to those en- 
d in that industry this year, becanse there is no hope that general 
lation on tha be passed in time to afford relief this 
I will state also that I submitted the proposition to the gentle- 
from Pennsylvania, Judge KELLEY, and the gentleman from In- 
a, General BROWNE, who were the only members of the committee 
e other side of the House inthecity. I also have the authority of 
atic members, and I think there is no objection to it from 
yurce. Itis but a matter of justice. 
McKENNA. I did not hear the gentleman’s explanation. 
MASON. I would like to ask what is the purport of the bill ? 
Mr. McMILLIN. The bill is to extend the actentitled ‘‘ Anact re- 
lating to the production of fruit brandy and to punish frauds connected 
with the same.’ 
Mr. MASON 
ction, but s 
the measure. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


7 


t subject can 


Vemoci 


I simply state that I will not raise any technical ob- 
simp ly wish to reserve the right to vote and speak against 


I t enacted, etc., That the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to 
the production of fruit brandy, and to punish frauds in aaa with the 
same,’ approved March 8, 1877, be extended and made applicable to brandy dis- 
tilled from apples or peaches, or from any other fruit the brandy distilled from 
which is not now required or hereafter shall not be required to be deposited in 
a distillery warehouse: Provided, That each of the warehouses established under 
said act, or which may hereafter be e stablished, shall be in charge either of a 
storekeeper or of astorekeeper and gauger, at the discretion of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the Committee on Ways and 
Means being discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and to 
its consideration at this time? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITT. I ask to have the bill reported again. 

The bill was again reported. 

Mr. MASON. It isa Senate bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It isa Senate bill and passed the Senate unani- 
mously, I am informed. 

1¢ bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
he third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask to have printed in the Record the Senate 
report, which sets out more fully the reasons for the passage of the bill 
than I did in my statement. 

‘There was no objection 

The report (by Mr. VANCE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 70) to provide 
for warehousing fruit brandy, have had the same under consideration, and 
report: 

The law relating to the warehousing of grape brandies was passed in order 
to grant privileges to producers whose necessities were identical at that time 
with those of the producers of brandies now derived from other fruits. The 
object of this law originally was to enable distillers of grape spirits to keep in 
bond, without paying tax, for three years, their products until they should be 
sufficiently matured for the market. Prior to the passage of this law the dis- 
tillers of grape spirits were required to pay the internal-revenue tax on the 
same at the time of distillation. This requirement of law imposed such onerous 
duties upon producers that many were prevented from utilizing wines which 
were useful only for distillation, or which constituted surplusage in the market 
on account of the heavy burden imposed upon them. Only a few who com- 
manded sufficient capital were able to pay this tax at that time, as they were 
compelled to hold such goods sometimes for a considerable period in order to 
mature them for consumption. 

At that time vine-growers, especially in California, were much disheartened, 
and in some cases were uprooting their vines and in many cases also were 
throwing away or destroyi in g their wine products which could not be etherwise 
utilized. The practical value of the law which was passed to enable them to 
place their brandies in special bonded warehouses was speedily demonstrated ; 
the interests of vine-growers immediately revived ; instead of uprooting vines 
more were planted; many distilleries were established, and the market now is 
well supplied with choice and well-matured products. Distillation of brandies 
from fruit enables the producer to utilize material which may fail to find profit- 
able markets otherwise. It enables the vine-grower to obtain profit from infe- 
rior goods which are not equal in quality to standard articles, and also to derive 
some benefit from BUC h waste substances as are leftover after expressing grape- 
juice from skins, seeds, and other residuum of the wine-press. 

Practically the same necessities now prevail in all fruit-growing districts. 
Large quantities of many kinds of fruit, more especially apples and peaches, are 
being utilized through distillation, but owing to the fact that no bonding privi- 
lege sare extended to this class of productsthere isnot only great hardship experi- 

sneed from the levying of the internal-revenue tax upon the sa.ne, but a so great 
ao ntive to fraud. It has been observed also that where the tax on spirits in- 
ended for consumption is levied and collected at the time the goods are first 
> rodu the excessive cost of the same, owing to the imposition of the tax, 
causes hol ders to force them upon the market long before they are matured and 
fit for use as beverages. It is therefore greatly to the interest, not only of the 
producer and the Government, but also of the consumer, that this bill extend- 
ing these bonding privileges to the producers of fruit brandies should be enacted 
into law. Asa means to prevent fraud it would certainly result in an increase 
of public revenue, and is therefore, properly speaking, a revenue measure. 

This measure passed the Senate in the last Congress (Forty-ninth), and your 
committee again recommend its passage. 


COL, JAMES C. DUANE. 
Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent forthe present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 45) for the relief of James C, Duane. 


It isa bill, the substance of | 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $648, lawful money, be, and is he reby, ap- 
propriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
reimburse Col. James C. Duane, brevet brigadier-general, United St: ites <n tag 
for losses incurred in his office as engineer of the third light-} an ise district 
through the forgeries committed by a clerk in his office, Henry J. Bueie (who 
has fled the country), in raising his official checks to an a greater than 
those for which they were drawn and signed, between the Ist day of January 
and the 23d day of June, 1579, without any negligence or fault on the part of 
said Col, James C. Duane. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, thisisa most worthy claim. Ithas 
been long delayed, but at last, I hope, justice will be done to one of 
the most conscientious, gallant, and laborious officers of the Army. 
The amount involved is only $648, and I call up this claim now, as [| 
have frequently endeavored to do many times before, although the 
general is not a constituent of mine; and to do this I lay aside claims 
of my own constituents in order that this bill may be considered. As 
the report so fully shows, General Duane was detailed as engineer for 
the third light-house district on Staten Island, New York, in 1879, and 
during that service a clerk in his employ, with most systematic and 
remarkable cunning, forged and raised certain checks and vouchers for 
small amounts for laborers and material men’s accounts for light- 
houses, and through which increased sums were fraudulently inserted, 
and General Duane was held responsible and actually paid the fraud- 
ulent sums in the settlement of his accounts. The Light-House Board 
recommended to the Treasury Department its repayment, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury recommended its payment to Congress, or rather 
submits the first recommendation to us, and I can assure gentlemen 
that, aftera most careful and thorough examination, no blame attaches 
to the general; but every consideration of justice and equity warrants 
a return payment to him, and I trust the bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly rea 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LINCOLN, NEBR., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House Calen- 
dar and put on its passage now the bill (H. R. 10606) to constitute 
Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act toa nend > pede statutes in rela- 
tion to immediate e transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ to the said port of Lincoln. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Lincoln, in the State of Nebraska, be, and is hereby, 
constituted a port of delivery in the customs collection district of New Orleans, 
and that the priv ileges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, 
entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods,and for other purposes,” be, and the same are hereby, « 
tended to said port. And that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor 
with compensation at $250 per annum and the usual fees. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADAM L. EPLEY 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Claims be discharged from the further consideration of + 
bill (S. 1137) for the relief of Adam L. Epley, and that the bill be now 
considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and directed to pay to Adam L. Epley,the son and only heir of Jolin 
D. Epley,ceceased, late a private in Company F,One hundred and fifty-third 
Regiment Ohio Volunteers, the arrears of pension due or allowable at the t 


of his death, and heretofore authorized to be paidthe said John D. Epley, now 
deceased, under pension certificate No. 296437. 


There being no objection, the Committee on Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and the House proceeded to 
its consideration. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
thethird time, and passed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HENRY LECOMTE. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
ask unanimous consent that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of joint resolution S. R. 112, and that the resolu- 
tion be now taken up for immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for in- 
struction at the Military Academy at West Point Henry Lecomte, of Switzer- 
land, 


Resolwed by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 













































to the United States thereby 1 ; i 
la ite the provisions of ions 1320 ar 
su ided. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to th¢ ( ( 
this joint resolution? det 
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sent it to your desk instead of the printed copy, 
the Hall when I heard a motion for the regular order « 
solved to push the consideration of even a printed coy 
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to object to everything and call a quorum till I succeeded in 
it, as I have long since become convinced that while the best 
oI getting anything out of a woman is to beg, the best way t 


a favor or even justice from a man is to fight. [Laughter 
J. W. PATTERSON. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
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The joint resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, ete,, That Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, of the United States Army, is 
hereby authorized to accept from the President of the French Republicadiploma 
conferring upon him the decoration of Commander of the National Order of the 
Legion of Honor. 


‘The report (by Mr. HTT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the jointresolution 
(S.R. 59) authorizing General Baird toaccept from the President of the French Re- 
public a diploma conferring the decoration of Commander of the Legion of 
Honor, beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend its adoption: 

last year the French Government invited the President of the United States 
to send two oflicers of our Army to France to witness certain maneuvers, ona 
grand scale, of the French army, to take place in the following September. 

Similar invitations have been extended annually by France to this Govern- 
ment as to those in Europe; and it has been the custom of the great European 
poate to always send officers of distinguished reputation and abil ty, and also 

1igh rank, whose name and position naturally designated them as fit represent- 
atives of powerful countries. 

With us the custom has been different, and our Government has restricted 
its selections to officers, without much regard to their rank, who happened to 
be on leave of absence in France at the time appointed for the grand ma- 
neuvers, 

Our Government has therefore been represented by officers much inferior in 
age and rank to those representing other countries, which has sometimes caused 
embarrassment to the French Government in its desire to pay us the compli- 
ments that our position among nations warrants and the friendly disposition of 
the French Republic made it most willing to offer. 

To remove this source of embarrassment, General Sheridan recommended 
the selection of officers of high rank, and the President appointed for this duty 
of representing our Army at the grand maneuvers in France, Brig. Gen. A. 
Baird, Inspector-General, and Maj. Henry C. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery, com- 
mandant Military Academy. 

The gratification of the French Government at the action of our own, in des- 
ignating a general officer of the rank and reputation of General Baird, was 
shown in many ways; by the marked and formal courtesy with which he was 
received and treated, and the facilities afforded him during the maneuvers, 
which were witnessed by about sixty representatives of different governments, 
eight of whom were general officers. 

‘To a number of these representative officers, including General Baird, of high 
rank and distinguisned personal history, the French Government gave the di- 
ploma of a Commander of the Legion of Honor, asan expression of the friendly 
feeling of the French Government for our Republic, and its action in sending a 
general officer of such reputation and experience, and as a recognition of the 
achievements and character of General Baird. 

This diploma is usually given by the French Government to encourage high 
endeavor in every honorable pursuit, but chiefly military. It is given to the 
man who writes a great book, or discovers a great invention, but especially to 
one who is distinguished as a soldier. 

Your committee see no reason why this expression of friendship for the United 
States and its representative by the French Government should be refused by 
this Republic alone among all those governments to whose representatives simi- 
lar diplomas were accorded, and therefore recommend that the resolution grant- 
ing permission to General Baird to accept the diploma be adopted. 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., June 9, 1887. 


Sin: In response tothe polite and gratifying invitation of the French Govern- 
ment, conveyed by their minister in this country through the Secretary of State, 
for our Government to send two Army officers to witness certain maneuvers on 
a grand seale of the French Army, which are to take place in September next, 
I have the honor to recommend to the President that Brig. Gen. A. Baird, In- 
spector-General, and Maj. Henry C. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery, commandant 
of cadets at the Military Academy, be selected to represent our Army and sent 
to France for this purpose. 

General Baird was not long ago appointed as Inspector-General of the Army 
in consequence of his eminent merit and the distinguished services he has-ren- 
dered, both in the field during the war and in the more routine matters pertain- 
ing to his profession, and his worth as a man and efficiency as a soldier mark 
him as a fit representative of our Army. 

Major Hasbrouck has also a fine record in the field, and forthe past five years 
has rendered valued service as commandant of cadets at the Military Academy, 
aud by virtue of that position and his professional abilities has been the officer 
to whom all questions upon tactics have been submitted and whose decisions 
have been adopted as theruling forthe Army. It is ultimately my intention to 
appoint him as president of a board to revise the tactics for our service, and the 
experience which he can, if detailed, now gain abroad in witnessing the ma- 
neuvers of very much larger bodies of men than can be brought together in this 
country would be of inestimable value in this connection. 

The French Government has annually extended these invitations to this na- 
tion and to those of Europe, From the foreign countries it has always been 
the custom to send officers of distinguished reputation and ability and also of 
high rank, whose name and position naturally designated them as fit repre- 
sentatives of powerful contries, 

With us the custom has been different, and, influenced by what has all the 
appearance of the melancholy attending great poverty, we have restricted our 
selections to some of those officers, without very much regard to their rank, 
who happened to be on leave of absence in France at the appointed time. This 
lias resulted in causing our Government to be represented by oflicers much in- 
ferior in age and rank to those going from other countries, and the French 
Government, in its desire to pay to us the compliments that our position among 
nations warrants, has been much embarrassed in the entertainment of our 
chosen representatives. It is within our power to remove this source of embar- 
rassment, and I think that courtesy to the French nation requires such action 
on our part, and we can reach this end by selecting officers of the rank I have 
recommended. . 

Our Army, it is true, numbers but 25,000 men, but it is the army of a nation of 
60,000,000 people, and as good an army for its numbers as that of any other coun- 
try on the globe, and its officers are especially distinguished for their ability and 
integrity. 

The limited strength of our military force forms one of the most potent rea- 
sons for furthering every measure which will promote its efficiency, and ina 
time of peace I know no better method of reaching this object than is now of- 
fered us in the invitation of the French Government, provided we designate 
men whose rank, position, training, and powers of observation will enable them 
to obtain opportunities for the examination of the improved methods abroad 
and the ability to absorb and explain what they see. . 

With this object in view no better officers could be chosen than those I have 
recommended, and [ strongly urge that their detail may be ordered. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
P. H. SHERIDAN, 


Lieutenant-General, Commanding. 


Hon, WILLIAM C, Enpicorrt, 


Secrelary of War. ~ 
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WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICR, 
Washington, June 27, 1887. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith an order designating you, under 
an invitation extended by the Government of France, as one of the officers of 
the United States Army to witness the maneuvers of the French army in Sep- 
tember next. 

The object in designating officers for this duty is not only to recognize an in- 
ternational compliment, but also to obtain information that will be useful to 
our own Army. 

The Secretary of War desires you to give particular attention to such matters 
as are not usually given in text-books, and that, as soon as practicable after 
your return, you prepare and transmit to this office a report of your observa- 
tions, embodying whatever may, in your judgment, be of value or interest to 
the military service of the United States. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 

Brig. Gen. ABSALOM BAatrp, 

Inspector-General Ung ed Stales Army, Washington, D. C. 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CANCELLATION OF CERTAIN INDIAN PATENTS. 


Mr. PEEL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, renorted back favorably the bill (S. 3433) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to accept the surrender of and cancel land patents 
to indians In certain cases. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that this report may be now 
considered, instead of being referred to the Calendar. It is a bill the 
Secretary feels much interest in. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read at length. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions for reference. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 11573) 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPRESSION OF INFECTION IN UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 230) to 
suppress infection in the interstate commerce of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF CERTAIN NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit what I believe to be 
a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MASON. On the 27th day of August I introduced the follow- 
ing resolution’ 

Whereas a large sum of money belongirg to the United States of America has 
been loaned to the national banks of this country by direction of the present 
Administration; and > 

Whereas said large sums of money have been so loaned to the said banks 
without interest, thereby giving advantage tosuch banks over other banksand 
private individuals not having the use of public funds without interest; and 

Whereas, also, it is charged in the public press, upon information and belief, 
that those national banks are being called upon and requested to contribute to 
the campaign funds of the national Democratic coimmittee representing the 
present Administration; and 

Whereas it is also charged, upon information and belief, that said banks are 
contributing large sums of money to said committee in consideration of such 
deposits without interest, which said contributions should go to the United 
States Treasury instead of the national Democratic committee; and 

Whereas such conduct, if true. on the part of the present Administration and 
the banks is detrimental to the best interests of the people of the United States 
and a dangerous practice to establish for the use of public moneys: Therefore, 

Resolved, That a special committee of five members be appointed with full and 
complete power to send for persons and papers, and to investigate the subject- 
matter herein fully and completely, and ascertain and report to this House, first, 
the amount of money belonging to the Government of the United States held 
on special dep. sit by the different banks of the country; second, the amount 
of interest, if any, paid by said banks; third, at whose instance such deposits 
are made and by what authority of law the same wasdone; and, fourth, what, it 
any, contributions have been asked, demanded, or received by the national com- 
mittee representing the present Administration from the said banks,their agents, 
officers, directors, stockholders, oremployés; the amount asked and received ; 
by whom and to whom paid in each case, and tu report the same at as early a 
date as practicable to this House. 


Without caring particularly to discuss it, unless it is desired, I wish 
to state that under the rulesof the House, as I understand it, this reso- 
lution should have been reported back within ten days. It was re 
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ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency on the day men 
tioned. I desire now—— 

The SPEAKER. Is it a resolution of inquiry? 

Mr. MASON. It is a resolution of inquiry, and also asks th 


pointment of a special committee to investigate the subject-mat 
therein specified. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, resolutions of that 
character are not privileged. Theonly privileged resolutions are thos 


calling upon the heads of Departments for information 
Mr. MCMILLIN. AndI make the further point th 
embracing one subject-matter which is privileged and another that is 
not privileged loses its privileged character by reason of embodying 
the non privileged matter. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided. If the 


gentleman de- 


sires to havea privileged resolution on the subject, he had better intro- 
duce one calling for information simply upon the head of the Depart- 
ment, and not asking an investigation by a special committee of the 


House, 

The rule of the House is explicit upon the 

Mr. MASON. If the Chair will permit me a moment, I will state 
that when I introduced this resolution charging the deposit, for in- 
stance of $60,000,0UU in national banks without interest, and charging 
upon information and belief that by reason of these deposits certain 
sums are being solicited to aid a certain campaign committee, as [ un- 
derstand the rule, I asked for information irom the department, and 
at the same time asked for the appointment of a special committee to 
ascertain what, if any, contributions or solicitations are being made 
by the national banks by reason of these deposits. Now. if it is not 
a question of privilege, I desire to move that the committce be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution, and that it 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 
The Chair thought the gentleman’s motion was of a privileged char- 
acter when he asked for recognition. 

Mr. MASON. I understood so from other and older members of the 
House. I now ask unanimous consent [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ | | 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the | 
resolution, and that the same be put upon its passage. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a ques- | 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit an amendment to his res 
olution in the same line of inquiry. 

Mr. MASON. I will permit it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regalar order is demanded, which 
amendments and all debate. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to know who objects? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
demands the regular order. This being Monday—— 

CHANGE REFERENCE. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 


subiect. 


cuts 


off 


OF 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. A few moments since I introduced a resolution 
appropriating $200,000 for the suppression of vellow fever in the in- 
terstate commerce and the Chair referred that resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; should it not be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations ? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appropriations is not anthor- 
ized to consider any bills except those making appropriations for the 
support of the Government, and this resolution by its title proposes to 
suppress infection in the interstate commerce. Lut if the gentleman 
desires to refer it to the Committee on Appropriations the Chair will 
sulmit the motion to the House. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I would state that this resolution, except in 
the amount to be appropriated, is identical with the one that had been 
rererred to the Committee on Appropriations and reported to the House. 
Therefore I make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves to refer the 
resolution, which he introduced a moment ago to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. If there be no objection, it will be so reterred. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being the second Monday of the month, the 
remainder of the day is set apart for the consideration of business from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia if claimed by that Com- 
mittee. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to make be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following report was filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 





| and that it 1 
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Mr VHEELER from ti Lomm ex 1 Ex enaitures it i 
iry Departmen eported back favorab iH ‘4 to 
prov e « i ps a »w g t , 
Co rittes e Whole House on t - 
the accom} ered to 

Mr. HEMPHILI I will state, Mr. S ut 
ness the Committee on the District of Ck 
invoke some opposition, and in w of the t LH eis 
thin the committee has determined 1 t ‘ on of 
that business. 

ORD! I NI 

The SPEAKER. The next business in ord the ca ‘ 
tees, but unanimous consent ust been ¢ 1 that en 
ing reports to make can file them with the Clerk rire ) 
appropriate calendars 

Mr. NELSON. I ask if the resolution of t entlen Ma 
[Mr. MILLIKEN ] ig not now the unfinished bu 

The SPEAKER. There is an hour forthe consideration of bills and 
resolutions, Che hour begins at 2 minutes to 1 o'cloch 

RAILROAD AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

Mr. McRAE. I eall up for consideration the bill (S. 2110) granting 
the right of way for the construction of a railroad through the Hot 
Springs reservations in the State of Arkansas 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that bill is m Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. McRAE. I move the House resolve itself into Committee of 


| the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill 


The SPEAKER. Is this a private bill? 

Mr. McRAE. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Thenitis notin order 
to the consideration of public bills which have been reported by com- 


The rule confines the hour 


mittees on previous days. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. McRAE. Then I call up Senate bill 283. 
The SPEAKER. ‘That bill is in Committee of the Whole 
Mr. McRAE. I move that the House resolve itself 


| of the Whole for the purpese of considering this bill. 


Phe motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON in the cl 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of th 
purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will re 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
i Statutes of the United S 


lo amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revis« 
setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Y 
stone River as a public park, 

Mr. McRAE. I move to dispense with the 
ye now considered by sections. 
EZRA B. TAYLOR, Ll object. Il is. 


The question was put on dispensing with the first reading of the 


first reading of the bill 


Mr. i want to know what the! 


In 


bill; and the Chair announced that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The bill is very long, and there is but little 
chanyve from existing law. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I want to know what the bill is. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will announce that the gentieman has 
the right to have the bill read, and inasmuch as itis not waived b 
inanimous consent, the bill will have to be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (before the reading of the first ss m wa 
concluded). Mr. Chairman, I wanted to kn¢ hat change +s made 
by this bill in the boundaries; and having learned that, I withdraw 
the demand for the further reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any member demand the further rea ' 
of the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to inquir ther t ill has be 
the Committee on Publie Lands of the Hor 

Mr. McRAE. It has been. 

Mr. NELSON. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. MCRAE. I think it Chere is no minorit Bi 

| think the bill meets the proval of all t) ol : 

Mr. NELSON. I wish t entleman tate to ¢nt 
the bill changes the boundaries of the reserva I 

Mr. McRAE. It enlarges the reservation. I yield to the gentle- 

in from Alabama | Mr. WH! who will explain the matter 

Mr. WHEELER. This bill makes an enlargement in the reser 
tion to the extent of about 1,600 square miles. It takes off a | 
strip in Mont lerritory and another little strip in Idaho Terri- 
tory— 

Mr. NELSON Does it enlarge or diminish the reservation ? 

Mr. WHEELER. It enlarges it, as I have said, about 1,600 square 
miles. 

Mr. NELSON. it recoimmended by any of the Departments of the 


1? 


Governmen 
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Mr. WHEELER. I think that the Department recommended the 
Senate bill; we have made some amendments in it, but nothing mate- 
rial in the way of additions, except the proviso regarding the railroad; 
with that exception this is substantially the bill as recommended by 
the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The Clerk will finish the reading of the first sec- 


HATCH. 
minutes, 


he 100r 


pyt 
E] yields to 


Before 
The gen 


he Clerk proceeds I desire to occupy) 


eman from Arkansas | Mr. 


a lew 
me. 

Mr. MCRAE. Fora 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the gentleman will not lir 

ccupy any more time than may be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk has not conclud 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire py time in general debat 
reading of the bill by sections is begun. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HATCH said: Mr. Chairman, [ am sure that under the circum- 
stances the Committee of the Whole will pardon meif I digress some- 
what from a discussion of the features of this bilb, as I have not had 
during the last few days an opportunity to be in the House to make 
a statement which I now desire to make. 

\ short time ago, in a speech which I delivered in my own district, in 
the State of Missouri, and repeated at Williams’ Grove, Pennsylvania, 
I made the statement that farm implements and farm machinery manu- 
factured in this country were exported and sold to foreign buyers, both 
in Canada, and in Mexico, as well as in Europe, at lower prices than they 
were sold tothe American farmer. Isaid furtherthat I hadauthority for 
the statement that the Oliver Chilled Plow Works, at South Bend, Ind., 
exported their plows to Canada and sold them there, or to Canadian 
dealers, at an average price $4 less than they are sold to the American 
larmer, 
gentleman in my State by the establishment referred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cau +11 1 
iew minutes. 


to occu 


SoutTH Benn, Inp., August! 31, 1888, 

Dear Srr: Your favor of the 29th ultimoisat hand and carefully noted. We 
do not suppose that Hon, W. H. Hatcn, Congressman from your district, would 
willfully misrepresent us, but the statements made in his speech at your place 
on the 28th instant have no foundation in factwhatever. The truth is, we have 
little or no trade in Canada, as the 35 per cent. duty most effectually shuts us out 
from that market. There may be imitations of our plows, produced by Cana- 
dian manufacturers, but we know nothing of them and are in no wise responsi- 
ble for them. We do not favor foreign trade in the least, and all reports that 
we do are false. We export our plows largely to Lurope, Mexico, South Amer- 
ica, and elsewhere, but buyers for those countries pay us exactly the same price 
that American dealers do. As to the retail price, take your number 40, which 
is our standard plow. Itis retailed in this country, complete with wheel and 
jointer, for $14, while the same plow is sold in Great Britain for several dol- 
oon more. It is gratifying to us to have our plows so well thought of abroad, 
but we can say without egotism that their popularity is due solely to their 
merit. 

The United States is the home of the plow and its manufacture has been 
brought nearer to perfection in this country than elsewhere on the face of the 
globe. Competition is brisk; factories are plenty,and not only do Americans 
produce the best plows made, but they are sold cheaper tothe user here than in 
any foreign land, The statements made by Mr. Harcn are not new, and each 
Presidential year “‘ bob up serenely ” as a factor in politics, but we aresomewhat 
surprised that a gentleman of his reputation should make such charges without 
satisfying himself of their truth. What we have said to yon is the truth, pure 
and simple, and we are prepared to substantiate the same on any or all occasions. 

Mr. P. M. Smith, of your place, writes us in regard to this same subject, and we 
reply to him as we doto you. Thanking you both for calling our attention to 
the matter, and hoping that we may be set right in your community, we beg to 
remain, 

Yours, truly, 
Oxutver CHILLED PLow Works. 

H. F. Mriwan, Esq., Kirksville, Mo. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the Clerk now to read my reply to that letter, 
as a foundation for official documents which I shall submit in a few 
moments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HovsEe OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., October 8, 1888. 

GENTLEMEN: Your letter, addressed to H. F. Millan, esq., Kirksville, Mo., 
dated August 31, and subsequently published in the Kirksville Journal and other 
Republican papers in Northeast Missouri, has just been brought to my attention, 
the delay having been caused by my unavoidable absence from this city from 
September 13 until Saturday last, 

In a speech delivered by me in Kirksville, Mo., August 28, I stated that farm 
implements and machinery manufactured in this country and sold to American 
farmers were exported to foreign countries, notably Canada and Mexico, and 
after paying a duty to such countries were retailed at a less price than in this 
country, and, instancing the Oliver chilled plows, stated further that I was 
informed by good authority that these plows were shipped to Canada and sold 

retail to the Canadian farmer at an average of $4 less than the same plows 
could be bought by the American farmer. 

I certainly had no intention of “misrepresenting " the facts or doing your 
works or any other company in the United States the slightest injustice; on the 
coutrary, I had the highest authority for the statements made, and now have 
abundant evidence to sustain them. 

At the great Interstate Grange meeting at Williams’ Grove, Pennsylvania, Au- 
gust 30,1 reiterated these statements, without mentioning individual instances, 
in the presence of one of the largest, most intelligent, and well-informed as- 
semblages of American farmers that has congregated this year, and also in the 
presence of the largest display of farm implements and machinery to be seen 
on this continent, with their respective owners or representatives in charge. 

I vited, pressed for, and challenged a denial from any such owner or repre- 
sentative pr but in vain. Not one of them dared, in such a presence and 
with the facts at hand, to venture a denial of the truth of these statements. 

You are the 


sen 
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} careful to omit that country from the list of those enume 


I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter addressed to a | 


OCTOBER 8, 


know, whose goods have been, or are being, exported for sale, or sold to foreign 
buyers, that have ventured upon a denial of the facts stated. * 

In regard to the prices of sewing machines, reapers, mowers, and other hign- 
priced farm machinery, in this country and Europe, as well as Canadaand Mex- 
ico, no well informed person of respectability will question the oft-repeated and 
proven statement that such American manufactured articles are sold at greatly 
reduced prices abroad over those charged the American purchaser. * : 

lam somewhat surprised atthe character of your denial; itis evasive and 
unsatisfactory. You admit that you have some trade with Canada, but are 
i rated to which you 
export yourplows. But this will not ay you, nor wili the insinuation that 
“imitations of our plows produced by Canadian manufacturers’? may be sold 
for less money, or be the ones referred to, in the light of the facts so plainly 
stated in the official correspondence, copies of which | herewith submit to yo 
careful consideration. My statements at Kirksville and elsewhere were mac 
on the authority of Mr. Washington, and I now submit his own statement of 
the facts from which h -d his information, 

I also invite your attention to the cumulative evid 
companying correspondence, which fully explains itself 
ment. The statements made may tbe ‘“‘new’’ tothe manu 
will prove “mighty interesting = 
the United States. 

Very respec 


» deri 
nee contained in the a 
without further cor 
acturers, but the 


to thousands of farmers throughout 


W. H. HATCH. 
OLIVER ¢ 


HILLED PLow Works, 


South Bend, 1 


, 
TT amo ® ‘ : F ‘ 
Mr. HATCH. 1 now ask the Clerk to read a letter from the A 
ant Secretary of State, and the report accompanying it. 
Ihe Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washi 
Sir: In pursuance of the verbal promise made to you by Assistant Secretary 
Rives a week or ten days ago, and confirmed by my personal note of last week, 
I have pleasure in transmitting to you herewith copy of a report by Mr. Was 
ington, our commercial agent at London, Ontario, on the prices of American 
agricultural implements in his district, 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
ALVEY A. ADEE, 


Second Assistant Secretary. 


ngton, September 18, 1888. 


M. C., 
Representatives, 


Tion. WILLIAM H. HatcH 

House of 

Inclosure: Consul Washington to Department of State, No. 67, London, On- 
tario, September 15, 1888, 


M tington to Mr. Rives, 


UNITED STATES CONSULAR AGENCY, 
London, Ontario, September 15, 1888, (Received September 18.) 


Str: In reply to the circular of the Department of State, dated September 4, 
1888, requesting information as to imports of agricultural machinery and tools 
from the United States into Canada, inquiry elicits the following facts: 

i find that plows of American manufacture are among the most preminent of 
the imports in this line. The Oliver chilled plows (made at South Bend, Ind., 
and the one, I am told, that has the largest sale in the United States), the Syra- 
cuse plow, and the South Bend plow seem to be mostin demand and to have 
the largest sale. I have before me on my desk an offer from an Ontario dealer 
in the Oliver plows to sell same in f. 0. b. at this city in Canada for $10 each in 
quantities. The retail price here is $12, and mumerous transactions take place 
at that figure. 

The same plows, I understand, are sold in quantities at the factory (not for 
export) at $14 each, and cost the American farmer at retail $16. 

The Syracuse plow retails at $11 or $12 here, and, I am informed, sells for 
from $14 to $16 in the United States at retail, and the South Bend at $1) here and 
and $14 at home. 

It is pleasing to observe how cheaply our manufacturers must be able to turn 
out these goods, from the fact that the Canadian duty on this class of goods is 
35 per cent. ad valorem. Even admitting that the manufacturer makes no 
profit on his sales in Canada, these figures are of interest: 


r. Wa 


No. 67.] 


Per plow. 
Price at which plow is sold in Canada 
Duty at 35 per cent. ad valorem and freight.. 
Protitto Canadian dealer probably 


Leaving actual cost to manufacture............ccceecere peactamecuee pennihel snasiwesetinbeenes 
Retailed to American farmer at........... . -. 16.00 
Profit to manufacturer on all home sales.. 11.00 


It would thus seem that the Canadian farmer has an advantage over his 
American neighbor in the purchase of necessary implements produced in 1 
own country, and the latter before purchasing his plows might well figure as 
follows: 

Price of plows at retail in United States... 

PriGS OF GRAS TT CANKER. ..00cicce ccesvecevcvcserpeseee ectcnshelies 

Freight to return same to United States (duty is free on American 
BOOED: BOT ) secs ncrccvcscsnpenscedesnescessannnsencinoosewssinns saetiiabnniatitiataidniciaitiidiie ms 


. $16.09 


] 3. 00 
Profit to American farmer by purchasing American-made plow in Can- 
BO veces cosreocnescersaceuntevoeputes creien soaanymewenes eovestepeseeeseenppuppabpnansonmevencqoesnenests concen 3.C0 


Plows withtempered steel mold-boards and beams, which sell in the United 
States for $17 and upwards,are manufactured in Canada (from Pittsburgh steel 
on which duty has to be paid, and the wages of the workmen are substantially 
the same as in the United States), and are so'!d for $14 retail; thus showing ex- 
cess of profit made by American manufacturing over Canadian manufacturing, 
€3 on éach plow. When it is considered that the Canadian manufacturer hasto 
pay a duty on his materials and freight upon same to Canada from Pittsburgh, 
it will be readily seen at a glance that the excess of protits tothe American over 
the Canadian manufacturer is much greater than the sum named, $3. 

I am credibly advised by a very prominent Canadian farmer that he has just 
bought an American self-binding reaper (Walter A. Woods) for $110. Laid down 
in an American city near the lines the price of same machine in same place to 
an American farmer would be from $150 to $170. 

In addition tothe larger implements mentioned, farmers’ or agricultural hard- 
ware imported from the United States consists of light shelf goods, dry paints, 
whilst agricultural hand-tools (such as spades, shovels, forks, ete.), on which 
articles the duty varies from 35 to 70 per cent., although the printed tariff reads 
only from 30 to 35 per cent. This Government has, however, instructed its cus- 
toms officers to advance prices on invoices in certain lines which brings the 
duty up to a very high rate. Thus, on scythes, for instance, by means of a spe- 
cifie and ad valorem duty they have to pay from 60 to 70 per cent. 

Notwithstanding these tremendous charges, a careful comparison of the whole- 


only manufacturing company in the United States, so far asI | sale and retail prices of the above tools shows that in all cases American goods 
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tional remarks, in connection with the report wl l 1 read, | Lv 
; The CHAIRMAN. 1e gentleman from Missour Mr. H 7 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in t g 
there be no objection, that leave will be granted. 1 uir hears no passed t I 
objection. A. 
ie HOW THE HIGH TARIFF WO! MANUFACTURERS SEL! ; 3 CHEA ro | Mr. A n, f it ‘ 
‘ FOREIGNERS THAN TO HOME CUSTOM bill 14 whic] 
‘ The Hagerstown (Md.) Mail gives the followi stri : a f = . ; 
é . ; . : : ind aga 1 the Fort a 
the practical operation of the protective tariff, showing the enormous | the ¢ : ee on Agricult } 
bonus obtained by the monopolists and their perfect ability to com- eration and dis 1 by the H the sa 
cae ee . a ss vote veas 226. 1 3 26, no 
pete on equal terms with foreign manufacturers: sph ewes eg 
: i i passed 1c ME ve 
The people of the United States have voluntari ta it v t njift House Fe ary 25 . 
enormous amount for the benefit of the manufact \ d I irn for mak- | ] : 26, 1887. re rted ba I 
ing them wealthy they diseriminate against their benefactors and sell to for- | said amendments be « | 
eigners at a much lower price than they will sell to citizens of the United (Gwing to the short time intery 
States, I th ¢ gr as lar t. 1SS7 
A gentleman told us recently that he went to New York to r certain ma- | I 3,it was impractica to« ‘ 
*hines to sell in South America. The regular price to Am« on dealers ] i 3s important eas 1 
$12 apiece, but this foreigner, upon signinga pledge to s¢ : eof t wit . ‘ . 
the United States, got all he wanted at $7 each. I amendment placed upon 
After getting them beyond our borders they could not be brought back a 1 | closine davs of the Fortv-ninth ¢ 
without paying the tariff tax,and that tax added to the $7 would bring the | , 1 | rn ‘ . 
wa additi set 1, as v 
price up to $12. - na . suas 
it ‘he reason of this is apparent. In selling to South America our manufact- Sec. 5. That the weather sers f t l 
urer is brought into direct competition, upon entirely equal terms, with Eu- s hereby transf i to the I tme of A 
ropean manufacturers, without even the cost of crossing the ocean in their favor. | 1588, and shall consist of one chief and 
The fact that under these terms they can compete successfully with Europ as ay be necessary to e I 
should satisfy all that they will not go to ruin whi they are protected in this | vided by law, t } 5 ra t a 
country with a revenue tariff and the freight across the ocean inc] g thes id | ‘ 





The only difference will be that their profits will not be quite so enormous. ] i That not gint ts} 
The letter given belowis a striking illustration of this point. The firm of | any w -] t t 4 
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Ladner & Brother has two stores, one at Eagle Pass, Tex., and the other imme- | nal Co I . Th of sa } Lu s 
diately across the Rio Grande at Piedras Negras, Mexico. He buys his goods | $4,500, and bes nted by Pre t, I 
for both stores, apparently, from the United States. } of t Sena é hat t Chief l 
Our manufacturers, who are so excited about the interests of our American | to his strictly military d 4, may be assig 
labor, will sell the Mexican Greaser his shovel for less than one-half what he iu until a ¢ shall appointed by & 
charges the American workman, | Senate; and the compensation now paid tot 
rhe shovels referred to are the Ames shovels, manufactured ew England, | said service shall continue as now; and the m 
The letter is as follows: 1 ice | hereafter appropriated shall be disbur 
“OFFICINA DE L. LADNER ¥ FIs 13 y of the Department of As tur 
“ COMERCIANTES EN EstTuras, F A ¥ LATERTIA, rhe Secretary of War is au rize ind 
** Piedras NN as, Mexix August 9, 1888. pa re of this act, to appx t 
‘‘ Dear Sir: Yours of the 2d at hand. In reply take pleasure in giving you | Signal Officer shall be a mem 
the figures asked for as nearly as possible. First, in regard to s vels, lur | tory ofa perty now t o 
shovels bought for our Eagle Pass store cost us about $6 per dozen, ex i oO ! an, ands parate a 
freight. Our shovels of the same class and material cost us laid down i s r tie erty as t 
ras Negras $2.91 per dozen. Another item: Agate ironware can not be bought t w of t » al-S \ 
for delivery any > in the United States at better than 35 per cent. discount i ty shall remain in t ' 
In Piedras Negra can buy the same articles from the sa ses at 60] ' 4 — 
cent. discount. The list is the same in both cases. The re not t only i- — oe , 
cles. Disston’s saws can be bought with ap additional 20 p: it. disc t vf e hio ( I pre t 
showing that the man cturers could sell in home markets in t iwith | ed to the House in fav of 
the outside produce These figures are only a partial st ve art : sin Gece : 
known to the hardware trade can be bought from the American manufacture nine fae See ; 
for export cheaper th rean for home consumption, H et I »t iresia ri 
swer your purpose, we re in, t | ent 1 OL ( Mat 7 
** Very truly, yours, ry , 
“a. J 20 way ade 
“PerH. | t alteration 
‘Mr. WALTER NeaGiey, Hagerstown, Md.” ] i was t to 
M: alter Neg! to whom this letter is address f 
most of our readers, a son of the late Hon. Pe rley, f ears | 
States subtreasu! at Baltimore and editor of the Herald » ; “7 
Walter Negley wasr t Republican, and for all we kn ay be LON5, ' ' I ned t > i 
but is ardently vor of reforming tl present equal and ta on Th } I ran ame 
and of the Mi ill, notwithstanding the fact that he is an « : ve wool- 4] ‘ } eee 
grower, having: p sted in t Lith \ A OF ited 
wool industry t ri 
In a recent intervi 1 5 : s, Mr. ¢ [his was do ta tir n it l 
T. Campbell, of the urd Island ta | ES i ae past - 
izen of the State of ; hate wae present in the liouse and in ail pro 
Mexico is forging l are being pushed | NeXt § ng ye 
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feat any action upon the Senate amendments, and thus defeat the 
final passage of the bill at this session. 

Having kept the bill four months, and finding no other pretext for 
emasculating itand preventing its passage at this session, the Senate 
deliberately struck out the only section of the bill which had origi- 
nated in the Senate at the last session and which was deemed of value 
and importance by the farmers of America, who will not be slow to 
comprehend the animus of such action or to fix the responsibility of 
these renvated delays where it properly belongs. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent that the hour of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands may be prolonged to the extent of the time that 
I have occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. 1 ask unanimous consent that the time of the com- 
mittee be extended to make up for the time I have occupied. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I must object to that request. 

Mr. HATCH. There is so much time now at command—we have 
more time now than anything else—that I hope the gentleman will not 
object to a courtesy of this kind. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam very much opposed to this bill, 
and I do not feel like giving it another moment. ‘That is my reason 
for the objection. 

Mr. MCRAE, I will say to my friend from Iowa 

Mr. HATCH, As I have taken up the time of the Committee on 
Public Lands through the courtesy of that committee, I ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana |Mr. HENDERSON], as a personal favor to me, to 
withdraw his objection to this request. The gentleman will have am- 
ple opportunity to oppose the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Indiana. I never can withstand that sort of 
an appeal; I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire toask leave to withdraw this 
Senate bill and to consider a few private bills. It was the purpose of 
the committee to call up these bills first, but under the ruling of the 
Speaker we were not permitted to do so, except by unanimous consent. 
If I ean first get unanimous consent to take up a few private bills for 
the relief of individual homestead settlers and also a right-of-way bill, 
I will withdraw this bill, in view of the fact that it meets with oppo- 
sition. Wecan not hope to pass it, and with the knowledge of this 
fact I do not desire to consume further time talking about it if I can 
get the consent I have asked. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw from further consideration the pending Senate 
bill, Is there objection ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it just as well that that be 
done, for it will be impossible to pass the bill under the present circum- 
stances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is 
withdrawn. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the bill (8S, 2110) grant- 
ing the right of way for the construction of a railroad through the Hot 
Springs reservation, State of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inform the gentleman from 
Arkansas that this bill is on the Private Calendar, and the gentleman 
must ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. McRAE. I have asked consent; that was embodied in my re- 
quest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand the gentleman. 
The gentleman asks unanimous consent that this private bill be con- 
sidered during the present hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to know to what extent unanimous consent 
is proposed to be granted ? My understanding was that the gentle- 
man from Arkansas asked to withdraw the bill then pending before 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MCRAE. In order to call up these private bills. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand whenever a private bill is submitted 
the Chair should ask for unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair is doing. Is there ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill which has been indicated ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Let the bill be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hill will be reported, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

bill (S. 2110) granting the right of way for the construction of a railroad 
through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr, RoGErs having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that that body had passed without 
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amendment the bill (H. R. 9447) to restore certain money to the fund 
for erecting a public building at the city of Detroit. 

It further aunounced that the Senate had agreed to the amerdments 
of the House to the bill (8. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia. 

It further announced that the Senate had directed its Secretary to 
furnish to the House, in compliance with its request, a duplicate en- 
grossed copy of the bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Grocer 
Association of the city of New York. 

it further announced the passage of the bill (S. 577) for the relief of the 
American Grocer Association of the city of New York; in which con- 
currence was requested. 

It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the House con- 
current resolution providing for an investigation into the construction 
of the aqueduct tunnel, with an amendment in which concurrence was 
requested. 

AQUEDUCT TUNNEL INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. BURNES. Before the Committee resumes its session I desire to 
call up, by unanimous consent, the concurrent resolution just returned 
from the Senate with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee only rose informally to 
receive the message from the Senate. 

Mr. BURNES. The amendment will not take a moment and the 
matter ought to be disposed of at once. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there is no objection, the resolution 
will be taken up for consideration. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, October 8, 1888. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Sena e concurring), That all work 
here ofore performed upon the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, together with the 
provisions of any contract made for the same or any portion thereof, and all the 
facts and circumstances connected with the bidding for and Jetting and making 
of said contracts, and all expenditures of moneys heretofore appropriated tor 
said work, together with the extent of any force employed in said work by the 
Government, the nature of the same and the compensation therefor, shall forth- 
with be fully investigated by a joint select committee of six me) bers, of whom 
three shall be members of the Senate, to be appointed by the President of the 
Senate and three shall be members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker. Said committee shall have authority to employ aclerk, 
a stenographer, and such experts as it may deem necessary for the investiga- 
tion. Itmuy sit during the sessions of Congress or in recess, and shall have 
full power, either in full committee or in subcommittee, to administer oaths and 
send for persons and papers, and to conduct its investigation either in Wash- 
ington or in such places as may be deemed necessary, and shall make full re- 
port of its proceedings and the conclusions arrived at, with such reeommenda- 
tions as it may deem proper, to Congress on or before January 1, 1889. 

The Senate agree to the foregoing resolution of the House of Representatives 
with the following amendment: 

Page 1, line 8, after the word “ contract,’”’ insert the words ‘‘and subcon- 
tracts. 


Mr. BURNES. Theamendment is agreed to by the conferees of the 
two Houses. I move it be concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARK. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there is no objection, the bill will be taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. EZRA LB, TAYLOR. The readingof this bill was asked for, sub- 


ject to objectionafteritwasread. It has been read, however, only by its 


title, when the Speaker asked whether there was objection. I wish to 
reserve my right to object until the bill has been read in full. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair directed the Clerk to proceed with the 
reading of the bill, when some other gentleman mcrely asked for the 
reading of the title, and the title was reported, when the Chair asked if 
there was objection to the consideration, and no objection was raised. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I reserved the right to object until the 
bill was read in full, which has not yet been done. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman says that he wished to reserve 
the right to object until the bill was read, of course the Chair will rec- 
ognize him. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. My original request was to withdraw the 
other bill, and then to consider these private bills which have been re- 
ported from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it will hardly be in 
order to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of bills without 
reporting them. The Chair did not submit that request to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MCRAE. That was the request I made to the House, and as I 
understand it that was what was agreed to. There is no doubt about 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand it. The Clerk 
will proceed to report the bill and amendments of the Committee on 
the Public Lands to the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the right of way is hereby granted to the Mountain 
View Railway Company, of Hot Springs, Ark., incorporate under the laws ef 
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the State of Arkansas, beginning at such point east of the line of the bath-houses 
between the Army and Navy Hospital and the Arlington Hotel, as the Secretary 
of the Interior may approve; thence by the most eligible route to the east 

of Hot Springs Mountain; thence westerly down Nort! 1 Mountain and West 
Mountain to the west line of reservation. 

Sec, 2. Thatthe right of way hereby granted shall not exceed 30 feet in width 
and no part of the right of way herein granted shall in any way e with 
or obstruct the fall Sow of Che Sas waters or be so located as to ca t I i 
States Gover: ment or any citize n thereof any expense of any kind 


save and except 'the projectors of said road, its heirs and assigns 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the United States Governn $ su} 
tendent of the Hot Springs reservation to see that sa d railwa > I 
stru ted under this act shall not obstruct or in any manner inte e with the 
springs, hot-water pipes, roads, or paths, now existing or cont ited t 
Scania upon said reservation; but it shall be made safe and ire for th 
pleasure, comfort, and edification of the patrons of the san mud used for t 
conveyance of passengers only. 

Src. 4. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to abridge the right of 
the city government of Hot Springs to control and regulate the privileges \ 
Mountain View Railway where the same may cross Central avenue in sai ty 

Sec. 5. That the Mountain View Railway Company shall have the right to 
construct observatories at differe::t eligible locations in the vicinity of the ght 
of way hereby granted, at such points as the Secretary of the Interior may ap- 
prove. 


Src. 6. That said observatories shall not exceed 30 feet square at foundation, 
and to be built in good and safe manner, and that no timber shall be cut upon 
the mountain, or earth or rock blasted or removed, or the surface of the ground 
in any way defaced, except upon the actual road-bed of the said way, and no 
blasting shall be done on Hot Springs Mountain except as authorized by the 
Secretary of the Interior; and that the right of way hereby granted shall be used 
for the purposes herein mentioned and none other: Provided, That this grant 
shall not be construed to abridge the authority of the Secretary of the Interior 
over the portion of the reservation included in the right of way 

Sec. 7. That said company shall cause a map showing the proposed route of 
its line through the reservation to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and said location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior be- 
fore any grading or construction on any part of the line shall be begun, and the 
right of way shall be lost and forfeited unless the road is completed and in run- 
ning order within two years after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 8. That the company or its assignees to whom this right of way is granted, 
shall annually pay to the Government of the United States forthe improvement 
of the permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., 3 per cent. of its gross carn- 
ings. And Congress hereby reserves the right at any time to amend, add to, 
alter, or repeal this act. 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

In section 7, line8, strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ also in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘act,’’ insert: 

Provided, That this condition as to construction within three years shall be 
construed asa condition precedent to the grant herein made, and in case of fa 
ure to so complete said road as provided, such failure shall of itself work a 
forfeiture of all rights hereunder. 


The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the consideration of this bill 
in the morning hour? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the Clerk again report the title of the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill granting the right of way for the construction of a railroad through the 
Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Willitnotsuit the purpose of the gentleman fr 
Arkansas to let this bill be considered in the House alter the « cininlite e 
rises? Ido not believe the rule which prohibits the consideration of 
private bills in this hour ought to be disregarded, as it is a good one 
and a wise one. If I did not so believe I would not ask the gentleman 
to let the bill go over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it requires unanimous 
consent to consider the bill in this hour, and the Chair has just asked | 
if there is objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not going to make any objection to the con- | 
sideration of the bill in this hour, but simply desired to call the at- | 
tention of the gentleman to the fact that this rule is one that under no 
circumstances should be broken. For my part I am very much op- | 
posed to the consideration of private bills inthis hour. Itis certainly | 
a rule that should be adhered to. I donot, however, object if the gen- | 
tleman desires to consider the bill now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairs hears no objection to the considera- | 


tion of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iask unanimous consent to be permitted to make 
some remarks now, which I had intended to submit on the deficiency 
bill, the time consumed not to be taken out of this hour. 

Mr. McRAE. Let us pass this bill first, and then the gentleman will 
haveample timeafterwards. Thisisa good bill, butso far as the House 
is concerned and the general public it is of little importance. It is of 
importance, however, to the people there. 

Mr. WHEELER. I know that when the deficiency bill comes up I 
can occupy the time then, but I ask unanimous consent now to be heard, 
the time not to be taken out of the morning hour. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the bill is before the 
committee for consideration, and the first question is on the amendment 
recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with | 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MOTIER HOWE. | 


Mr. McRAE. I now ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 11042) for 
the relief of Motier Howe. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill is also on 


i 
| 
| 
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the Private Calendar. Is there objection to its consideration in this 
hou 

Phere was no objection 
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f.¢ A ' 
iun M« tlow oO 3 “a ss 6 
United States and ¢ “ ‘ 
quarter of we art i ves ° 
te f se 2s \ 
in the Stat Oreg 

= a ‘ 1a 5 
d ed and 
said lands 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood t t n { \ ud 
withdrawn the preceding bill 

Mr. McRAI No; I withdrew the Yellowsto I 
asked unanimous consent to consider some t privat 
which I supposed there would be no objection l ' 
ported by the conimittee favorably, areon t Ca dar; they 
torious, and I hope there will be no objection to our passing these lit 
measures when we have the hour | at our disposal. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido not fe like being captious in 1 d to 
these matters, but I hope my friend from Arkansas will ti ton 
overriding a rule which has operated so well heretotore and which will 
be entirely broken down if such action as he now pre es is taken 
with regard to private bills. Now, lam not going to obstr t s bill 
or make any rg to it. Ishould perhaps decline to offe 
tion to uny bill the gentleman called up in this hour; but I hope, in 
view of the sentiment, as I believe, of the House, that he hit 
see after this statement that the consideration of private bills in : 


| hour will break down a rule that has the universal approlha 


House, and that he will not insist on asking consideration ot! 


bills. 

Mr. McRAE. Well, I will only call up this and one other 
bill. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentuc ky. It occurs to me that this is an exceed- 
ingly unfair proceeding. This privilege has been denied to all the 
other committees, and especially to the Committee on War Claim 

Mr. McMILLIN. I agree with my iri nd from Kentucky fully 

Mr. STONE. of Kentucky. I aia aoe a corimittee having a 
upon the Calendar for eight months, a large number of them, and have 
not been able to get a day even set oan tor their consideration. When 
the Committee on War Claims wanted to consider private bills we wer 


informed that we could not do so under the rule. 

Mr. McRAE. Did you not have other bills to consider? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Nu, sir; we lost our hour because we 
had none but private bills prepared at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill to be 
reported to the House. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
inendation that it do pass. 

MARY ALICE WHITE. 

Mr. McRAE. I now call up the next bill, for the relief of Mary 
Alice White, House bill No. 10079 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill is also on 
the Private Calendar. 

Is there objection to its consideration in this hour? 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask unanimous consent that it may be now 
considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Several Members. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


LAND OFFICE, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. McRAE. Then I call up for present consideration the bill (IT. 
R. 7788) to establish a new land district in the State of M 
This is a public bill, and I presume there can be no objection to 


consideration. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That all that portion of the State of Mississip; l 
1 the counties of Hancock, Harrison, Jackson, Cres Pe M i 
rence, Covington, Jones, Greene, and Wayne be, and is hereb constitut * 
| ne ¥ district, to be called the Gulf land district, the land office for wh 
be located at the town of Hattiesburgh, Perry County, State o J 
Sec. 2. That the President, by and with the advice and conse 
shali appoint one man register and receiver for said land district 
ated, who shall receive such compensation as sh be prescribed by t secre- 
| tary of the Interior, who is hereby aut zed to fix arne t ab 
lishment of the office; and said distri ! I t, as er i cist ts, 
to be changed or consolidated, and t land offi need > other place 


by order of the Presider 


The committee recommend the fi wing amendment: 

Strike out the word *‘Greene, ) the fifth line 

Mr. FULLER. I ask for the reading of the report in that ‘ 

The report (by Mr. SrOCKDALE) was read, as follows 

The counties named in this bill lie in a compact body and cont 
jority of all the public lands in the State, and two counties w 
leaving but little public land outside of the new district 

There is but one land office in the State now, and that is !oe:ted at Jackson, 
Miss., the capital of the State. There is no railroad « u ' 5 
city of Jackson and these counties except by acircuitous rou f from 150 te 300 
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miles, whereas, if this district be established, the same people can reach the new 

offi t Hattlesburgh at a distance of from 50 to 130 miles, and a very large num- 

r, perhaps a majority, can reach there by traveling less than 100 miles, The 

n of Hattiesburgh, the proposed site of the new land office, is on the New 
and Northeastern HKailroad, nearly in the center of the new district. 

rion is becoming settled rapidly, and settlers need homesteads, and 

ve facilities for entering them without going so great a distance. 

imittee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that it 


I would like to ask if this is unanimously reported 
ee ¢ 
I do not think there is any minority report; but Iam 
liar with the subject as the gentleman from Mississippi, 


le this report. 


1aAG 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

‘The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole, 
having had under consideration sundry bills, had directed him to re- 
port the same to the House with various recommendations. 

BILLS PASSED. 


‘ 


The bill (S. 2110) granting the right of way for the construction of 


a railroad through the Hot Springs in the State of Arkansas, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was considered, 
the amendment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time was passed. 

The bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole favorably, was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 7788) to establish a new land district in the State ot 
Mississippi, reported from the Committee of the Whole with an amend- 
ment, was considered, the amendment concurred in, and the bill as 
amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. The question being 
on the passage of the bill— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I demand a division on that vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 2. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR and Mr. STOCKDALE were appointed tellers. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (one of the tellers). I will not insist on the 
demand for a quorum. 

So, no further count being demanded, the bill was passed. 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL T. WOOD. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herperr] 
asks leave to withdraw from the files of the Forty-fourth Congress the 
papers in the case of Daniel T. Wood. If there is no objection, leave 
will be granted. 

‘There was no objection. 

YELLOWSTONE PARK. ¥ 

Mr. McRAE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further consideration of the bill (S. 283) to amend 
sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone River as a public park. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk again reported the title of the bili. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRagr] if that is not the bill we had up in the 
morning hour ? 

Mr. McRAE, It is. How much of the time remains, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are twenty-eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to yield twenty-tive minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
[ Mr. a if he intends to make the point of no quorum on 
this bill ? 

: Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I shall make every point I can for its 
defeat. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then it is useless for me to address the House 
any further this morning upon that measure. I have made a careful 
estimate of the members present, and it is quite clear there is less than 
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a guorum in the House. On our last vote but 98 members answered 
to their names, and it is doubtful if there is now a quorum of the 
House in the city. 

The Committee on Public Lands have finished all the bills which 
that committee has ready for consideration, and as the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] asserts that the Yellowstone Park bill shall 
not be considered, and as I may not be able to occupy the floor again 
for some days, I will take this opportunity to make a few observations 
regarding the substitute for our tariff bill which has just been reported 
by the Senate Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. This bill has been called up for the pur- 
pose, I suppose, of allowing some one to make a speech on the tariff. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is taking upa part of my time 
I am always willing to yield for questions, but I can not yield tim: 
be used in discussion. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I give notice that that kind of business 
will not be permitted to be repeated. 

Mr. WHEELER. I know that the gentlemen on the other side ot 
the House do not like to hear debates on this subject, and I would much 
prefer to occupy the time in explaining the features of the bill which 
is on the Speaker’s desk, if they would permit us to do so; but if that 


ls > . . . 
is refused I shall use my time as indicated. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I suppose there is further need for 
making remarks on that subject on that side of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. During the consideration of the tariff bill much 
more time was accorded in its debate to gentlemen on the other than 
on this side of the House, and now that public opinion has forced the 
Republican party to produce a tariff measure I insist that they should 
not object to its discussion. 

The first business laid before this Congress was the message of the 
President recommending a revision of the revenue laws. The necessity 
for such revision was clearly shown by the unanswerable logic of that 
remarkable state paper, and the Democrats of the House at once ad- 
dressed themselves to the task. The Republicans, after a long and 
fruitless search for faults or defects in the present Administration, 
seized upon this demand for a revision of the laws and reduction of the 
surplus as the keynote of their campaign, and misrepresentations of 
Democratic purposes were relied upon as effective party ammunition. 

Denunciations came with the force of an avalanche from Republicans 
in all stations and from all sections. 

The uncrowned king, Mr. Blaine, dispatched his famous message from 
the imperial courts where for nearly a year he had been seeking state- 
craft inspiration, and the ery was echoed by leaders of all grades down 
to the newest-fledged aspirant for political preferment until the chorus 
resounded through the Republican camps from the Atlantic to the Pa- 
cific. 

From the editor of the New York Tribune to the printer of the small- 
est and least-known Kepublican weekly, from Maine to Texas and from 
Oregon to Florida, there came but one sound, as it were the echo of the 
slogan from across the Atlantic. 

Tinkering with the tariff, as they chose to describe our efforts, was 
specially denounced, and they demanded that the customs laws should 
be left untouched. 

Every intelligent man in the United States knew that this position 
was taken by Republicans because they felt the necessity of aggressive 
antagonism. 

These purely political stratagems were not concurred in by the real 
statesmen and sagacious business men in the Republican party. 

The charge so often made by Republicans that Democrats could not 
unite upon a tariff measure was exploded and rebuked by the almost 
unanimous Democratic vote upon the excellent bill passed by the House 
in July last. 

The most astute and far-seeing Republican politicians insisted that 
their best policy was to criticise all Democratic measures, and though 
taunted to produce something better, they, by non-action, admitted 
their inability to do so. 

When our bill reached the Senate the party leaders, who engineer 
the political campaigns of the Republicans, determined that their party 
should not be placed upon the defensive by putting in print their par- 
tisan substitute for the House bill. 

Their position was most embarrassing. 

To go before the people in November admitting their inability to 
devise any means of relief to the tax-payers was equivalent to signing 
their own political death-warrant, and to submit to the country a bill 
consistent with their platform would drive from them every voter who 
thought that the material interests of the country were more important 
than party success. 

After hesitating for three months as to which horn of the dilemma 
they would accept, these party magnates have decided that any action 
was better than none, and the long-looked-for Senate tariff bill has 
been laid before the public. 

THE SENATE TARIFF BILL. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, the Republican tariff bill has finally been laid be- 
fore the people, and a remarkable production itis. These persons, who 
claim to be zeaious guardians ot the poor man’s interests, propose to 
bring about a reduction of $73,750,000 in the revenues of the Govern- 
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Mr. WHEELER. I have no doubt but that certain manufacturers 
and such workmen as they desired to go before the committee were 
given a tall hearing. The interests of manufacturers of the South are 
not in al] respects in harmony with those of the Northeast. I did not 
hear of Alabama manufacturers being invited before the committee, 
and certainly no one here heard of farmers being before the Republican 
members of the subcommittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Alabama that I know personally that the committee in the prepara- 
tion of that bill has not only been open to the minority of the Finance 
Committee, but that the doors of the room have been open and free to 
every Senator without reference to party. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have not been in the Senate this morning and 
did not hear the di-cussion to which reference has been made, and I 
do not question the accuracy of the statement; they are not at all in- 
consistent with the position I have taken. No doubt Democratic 
Senators were permitted to be present at every open session of either the 
subconimittee or the full committee, but no gentleman will doubt but 
that the essential features of the bill were framed in a committee caucus 
to which no Democrats were invited. Of course there was no exclu- 
sion of members at the committee meetings, and I do not question but 
that they were open to all Senators. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And the members of any other committee, inde- 
pendent of party. 

Mr. WHEELER. TI have no doubt the doors were open at the time 
the evidence was taken. There is no dispute about that because that 
evidence was generally published in the papers; but the question is as 
to whether the doors were open during the consideration of the bill and 
preparation of the report. ‘The minority say they were not, and the al- 
legations of the minority report, which has been published throughout 
the country, bas never been denied. 

I will read the exact language of the minority of the committee. 
The report signed by the Democratic Senators says: 

In the preparation of this substitute no member of the minority of the com- 
mittee was consulted, or informed as to its provisions until it was reported to 
ihe full committee on the 25th day of September, 1888. 

The report further informs us that the time of the Republican mem- 
bers of the committee was consumed in— 


Arguments and appeals of manufacturers and others, who demand that the 
present high rate of tariff taxation shall be maintained, and in mos«t instances 
increased, prompted not by any revenue necessities, but alone for the purpose 
of increasing their own profits at the expense of sixty millions of tax-payers. 

It could hardly be expected that such a bill would be framed so as to 
merit the approval of the people, and a merely casual examination 
shows that the measure is designed to specially promote and protect 
the interests of capital, and against the interests of the people. 

l'rom the minority report of the Democratic Senators I read these 
words: 


It is safe to say that all the interests benefited by a high protective tariff have 
been fully heard and have had much influence in shaping this substitute, while 
the great body of the people, the tax-payers and victims of this policy, have not 
appeared and have not been heard. ; 

But let us examine the features of this remarkable production which 
the Senate Finance Committee has submitted. 

THE TWO BILLS COMPARED. 

It is diffieult to conceive of two measures more clearly indicative of 
the characteristics of the opposing parties. 

The Republicans represent and endeavor to serve the aristocratic 
elements of our people, and the Senate bill is framed specially in their 
interests, while the House bill is framed in the interest of the Govern- 
ment and of the people. 

The reporton the Senate substitute bill submitted by the Democratic 
Senators states that the essential differences between the House bill and 
the Senate substitute bill are very great. 

The report says: 

The one is framed in the interest of the public Treasury; the other in the in- 
terest of private pockets, The one is framed in the interest of the whole peo- 
ple; the other in the interest of a few thousand manufacturers. The one is de- 
signed to reduce both Government revenue and taxation, the taxation espe- 
cially which bears heaviest on the necessaries of life; the other is intended to 
raise public revenue indeed, but to maintain private revenues by increasing 
and retaining taxation on all the necessaries of life. 

From beginning to end the Senate bill seeks to cut down duties on 
sugar and other articles which produce revenue to the Government, 
but steadfastly declines to reduce duties on articles where the duty is 
now prohibitory, and therefore does not produce revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, the only effect being to increase private fortunes. In their 
report the Democratic Senators say: 


The advocates of the substitute freely propose to reduce duties or abolish 
them on those things which yield only Government revenue, but refuse to re- 
duce or abolish duties on those things which produce private revenue, 

The principal reductions in the customs duties, as proposed by the 
Senate bill, are on sugar and rice, the saving on sugar being estimated 
at $27,759,783.95, while jute, jute-butts, currants, and molasses, and a 
few other articles which are not necessaries are put on the free-list. 

The House bill places iron ties on the free-list. ‘The Senate bill in- 
creases the tax from 35 per cent. ad valorem to a specific tax, equiva- 
lent to about 118 per cent. ad valorem. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 8, 


SENATE BILL MAKES NECESSARIES DEARER. 

The Senate bill increases the duties upon nearly all articles manu- 
factured from the four great staples, cotton, wool, steel, and iron. 
These are articles used by every one, and the largest increases in many 
cases are upon those articles which must be tised by the poor and needy 


| classes of our citizens. 


in keeping with the dominant idea of Republicanism, salt, which ot 
necessity is used by every one, is taxed 80 per cent. by the Republican 
Senate bill and made absolutely free by the bill which passed the 
Democratic House. 

Where the Senate does not openly increase the tax on articles used 
by the farmer, it in some instances accomplishes that result by indirect 
means. For instance, a change in the dutiable value of the rods 
from which the wire fence used by the farmer is made increases the 
tariff tax on those rods. In addition to this, one size of wire, No. 6, 
is so changed in classification as to increase the tariff rate on wire rods 
of this size from 45 to about 54 per cent., making an increase of tax, 
according to the estimates of the Senate committee, of over $300,000 
on this one size of wire rods. 

Again, a new proviso is added in the Senate bill by which rods 
smaller than No. 6 are classified as wire, thus effecting another increase 
in the tax upon an article used almost exclusively by the farmers. 

The tariff tax on many articles is largely increased by changing the 
duties from an ad valorem to a specific duty, in every case the effect 
being to put the largest tax upon the cheapest articles, which are used 
by the poorer classes. For instance, knivesand forks, which are found 
on the poor farmers’ tables, are taxed from 2U0 to 300 per cent., and 
every article, with scarcely an exception, upon which a specific tax is 
imposed, is so arranged as to put the heaviest rate on the cheapest ar- 
ticle. 

Implements used by the farmer have also received the attention of 
the Senate committce, and in nearly every instance severely to his det- 
riment. 

Trace chains and all other chains Jess than three-eighths of an inch 
in thickness are raised equivalent to an ad valorem of from 10 to 20 
per cent. 

In fact, the entire bill is a strike at the farmer, and if it become the 
law would reduce his profits and increase his already onerous burdens. 

The Senate bill takes off the internal-revenue tax from what is classed 
as non-necessary tobacco in all its forms except cigars, cheroots, and 
cigarettes. 

The minority report, in referring to this part of the bill, says: 


Practically, the substitute offers to the people free whisky and free tobacco, 
leaving all the expensive machinery for the collection of the revenue and en- 
forcement of the law in full force, while it increases taxation upon the actual 
and indispensable necessaries of life, and this, too, when there isa large sur- 
plus in the Treasury, and under existing laws that surplus is being increased at 
the rate of over $10,000,000 per month; thus withdrawing and withholding from 
the channels of trade, commerce, and business of the country money absolutely 
necessary to their successful operations. 


TRUE DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLES, 

The entire measure, taking it all in all, furnishes additional proof that 
the principles which govern the Republican party are not the kind 
upon which our forefathers sought to establish a free republican gov- 
ernment, and it admonishes us that the prosperity and happiness of the 
great mass of the people can only be secured by a rigid adherence to 
the principlesof Democracy. The recent decision of the Supreme Court 
which asserts that the distinctive principles of that great party are those 
upon which our system of government is founded, should be a rebuke 
to those who still insist that the power of the people should be lessened 
and the power of the General Government increased. 

Democratic principles always have been and always will be dear to 
the hearts of the American people who believe in equal privileges and 
equal rights to all mankind. 

It was devotion to these principles which prompted our forefathers 
to brave the dangers of a tempestuous ocean, and plant a new govern- 
ment in the unpruned forests of the American continent. 

The principles of our party, as expounded by the illustrious men 
who have made our system of government the envy and the wonder of 
the world, provide the only base upon which freedom of thought, free- 
dom of action, and equality of rights can be surely founded. 

BENEFITS OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT. 


That government is most democratic which is nearest tothe people, 
most directly responsible to the people, and most rigidly administered 
in the interest of and for the highest good and happiness of the great 
mass of its citizens. 

Such a government affords equal protection to all sorts and condi- 
tions of men, and its strong arm sternly forbids the encroachment of 
any upon the rights of all. 

These beneficent principles must ever command the approval of a 
virtuous and intelligent people, and the strength with which they have 
impressed our citizens assures us that the political organization which 
has always been governed by them and by which they have been re- 
duced to practice will be kept in power by the American people, and 
enables those who advocate such a system of government to rejoice in 
the fact that the prospects of their party, and therefore of the country, 
were never brighter or more promising than at this time. 
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Under the wise and fearless administration of President Cleveland 
all of the numerous and diversified interests of our active, energetic, 
and enterprising population have been vigilantly guarded and zealously 


promoted; the public expenditures have been reduced; the different | 
Departments have been rendered more efficient, while being purified | 


of iraud and corruption, and have been converted from reckless and 
extravagant party agencies into model business establishments. 


Notwithstanding the increase in the population of the country, and | 


the consequent greater expense of carrying on their affairs, the Demo- 
eratic administration has cost less than the Republican administration 
which prectded it. 


DEMOCRATIC ECONOMY. 


On the 30th of June last the Democratic administration had been in | 


power during three fiscal years, and a comparison with the three fiscal 
years preceding establishes this fact beyond doubt. This comparison 


will show that the cost of the Indian service has been, in round num- | 
bers, $1,800,000 less under President Cleveland than under President | 


Arthur. In the War Department the expenditures nave been $19,604, - 
000 less, and in the Navy Department the expenditures have been 
$2,622,000 less. And to this sum of $24,026,000 there should be 
added $5,300,000 which this Administration has had to pay for Ala- 


bama claims and expenses of commission, for refund of duties and | 


drawbacks on exports, for the purchase of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal, and for the New Orleans Exposition, all of which were legacies 
from its predecessor. 

In the Post-Office Department, comparing the fiscal years 1888 and 


1885, there has been an increase of 6,124 in the number of post-offices es- | 


tablished, an increase of 3,037 in the number of mail routes, and an in- 
crease of 15,128 miles in the length of routes on which mail service is 
performed. 
been, relatively, adiminution in the expenditures of that Department. 


In 1885 the excess of expenditures over the receipts was $7,221,775. 26, 


while in 1888 the expenditures were only $2,016,42U.87 in excess of | 


the receipts. 

And then, too, the number of employés has been reduced in nearly 
all of the Departments and the interest on the public debt has been 
steadily diminished. 

Theadmitted sectionalism which, duringa period of twenty years, had 
disgraced the administration of every branch of the public service has 


disappeared, and the South now receives equal consideration with the | 
North, the East, and the West; the constitutional duty of interposing | 


the veto of the Executive to prevent improper legislation has been fear- 
lessly exercised with the most salutary results; and the authority to 
prevent wrongful and injurious restrictions upon or discriminations 


against our citizens by Canada has been demanded from the Repub- | 


lican branch of the National Legislature, that the Executive may 
thereby effectually protect the honor and dignity of the Government 
and the interests of its citizens. 

REDUCTION OF TAXATION, 

The long-continued and steadily increasing oppressions of our present 
unequal and unjust tariff laws, under which the vast majority of our 
citizens are forced to pay tribute to a specially favored few, resulting 
in the accumulation of a large surplus in the Treasury to the detriment 
of every branch of industry and every character of enterprise, have been 


impressed upon the attention of the people more forcibly than ever be- | 
fore, with the result of the formulation and presentation to Congress | 


of a careful, conservative, and judicious measure of tariff reform. 

This wise and just effort to readjust our present iniquitous revenue 
laws is shown to be necessary by the President’s terse and unanswer- 
able statement, ‘‘ unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation.’’ 

The tariff reforms insisted upon by the President and embodied in 
the measure submitted to the country by the House of Representatives 
are designed to relieve the great body of the people of oppressive and 
needless burdens, while carefully maintaining and preserving every in- 
terest of the manufacturer or capitalist, and promoting the welfare and 
prosperity of all of our citizens who must gain their livelihood by 
labor. 


And it is gratifying to note that this necessary modification of our | 
revenue laws is sought to be accomplished in a manner which will mate- | 


rially benefit all of our farming and most of the manufacturing indus- 
tries of Alabama, while the method proposed to be adopted will not 
operate to the detriment of any of the great manufacturing or other 
interests of the country. 


THE BENEFITS OF REVENUE REFORM. 


If the experience of the past can be relied upon as a safe basis upon | 


which to build expectations for the future, the reductions in the exist- 
ing tariff now sought to be effected by the Democrats must inevitably 
result in giving more constant and more remunerative employment to 


those of our laborers who toil in the manufacturing industries, while | 
the cost of their daily living will be materially lessened. 

The tariff was lowered in 1846, and at the close of 1847 it was found | 
that a larger number of operatives, mill-hands, etc., had been employed 
during the year than during any similar preceding period, and at higher 





And yet, notwithstanding this increased service, there has | 
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wages. And this was shown to be the fact in every branch of manu 
facturing industry. 

Under the present laws it is impossible for us to compete with other 
peoples in the markets of the world for the manufactured products of 


American skill, ingenuity, and industry—one reason for this inability 
being that we impose a heavy tax upon the products of other countries 
and practically prohibit international trade. 

During that period of our history when our home market was able 


to consume all the products of our factories the arguments then made 
I 


in advocacy of prohibitory protection, non-intercourse, and restriction 


of commercial relations with other countries had a certain plausibility 
| which is in no manner warranted by the conditions with which we 
| are now confronted. 

| Ihavelaboriously compiled and carefully compared the statistics, and 
| find that under existing conditions the aggregate value of our agricult 
| ural and manufactured products exceeds by $5, 000, 006, 000 our capac 


topurehasethen. Itis, therefore, asclearas any proposition can be that 
we must either find a foreign market for this surplus production o 
producers must diminish the excessive production by reducing the hours 
of labor and the earnings of their laborers. 


In his letter of acceptance President Cleveland refers to this impor- 
| tant subject in this vigorous language: 
| We know that, confined to a home market, our manufact ie « ra ar 
curtailed, their demand for labor irregular, and the rate of wages paid uncer- 
tain 
And, explaining the effect of the contemplated changes in the law, 
he says: 
We propose, too, by extending the markets for our manufacturers, to promote 
| the steady employment of labor, while by cheapening the cost of the ne ‘ 
ries of life we increase the purchasing power of the workingman’s wages and 


add to the comforts of his home. 


THE PARTY PRINCIPLES AT ISSUI 

In the campaign now being waged for supremacy the two great po- 
litical parties are asking the confidence and support of sixty million 
Americans who, on the 6th of November, by the mighty force of the 
freeman’s ballot, are to decide under which party and by what 
ical principles they are to be governed. 

It is not a question of men so much as it is a question of measures 
To quote the pithy utterance of our fearless leader, 
which confronts us—not a theory.’’ 

Go through our broad land and we find the rank and file, and 
of the leaders of both parties, honest and fearless men, who desire 
nothing so much as the welfare of their country 


polit- 


it is a condition 


most 


| I trust, therefore, | may be pardoned if I allude to the cardinal, 
underlying, and controlling principles of the two great political organi 


| zations. 

The Republican party contends for the establishment of a stro 
consolidated government, in which the greatest power possibl 
centralized in one head. 

The Democratic party demands that the least necessary power be 
given to the central Government and the largest power be reserved to 
the people. 
|  Centralization generates classes giving a favored few unequal, uncon- 
| stitutioual, and un-American privileges; privileged classes speedily |! 
} come powerful and arrogant; power and arrogance infallibly tend to 
foster and encourage pretentious display and lavish expenditure; un- 
bridled extravagance—be it public or private—inevitably lowers the 
standard of public morals, and in all governments corruption in classes, 
| parties, and individuals has ever preceded the decline of liberty: and 
it has been this tendency of Republican theories and Republican leg 
lation to generate fraud that has driven so many of the purest and best 
Republicans into the ranks of their party opponents. 

Alexander Hamilton, the ablest advocate of a strong centralized gov- 
| ernment this country ever produced, and who had devoted his life to 
the study of the effects of different systems, boldly and fran 
mitted that such a government must necessarily be 
| contended it was the best, because if too much power were given tothe 
| people the government would be unstable and could not be du 
| That Hamilton failed to comprehend the ability of the people to gov- 
ern themselves the history of our country abundantly proves 


Shhail 


e~ 


corrupt, but 


THE FRUITS OF A VICIOUS SYSTEM 





We therefore make no reflection upon men, but only point out the 
evils of the system which an experience of twenty-four years has proved 
| to be subversive of free institutions. 

I shall not dwell upon the many wrongs suffered by the people dur- 
ing this long period of Republican supremacy. Theyare passed, and 
have often been rebuked. 

I willonly briefly mention the stupendous Credit Mobilier fraud which 
once disgraced the American Congress, the Whisky-Ring frands whic! 

| stained, as with blood, the steps and doors and inner portals of t 

| mansion once occupied by Washington, by Jefferson, by Jackson, b 
Lincoln, and now by Grover Cleveland—frauds committed by trusted 

officials so near the Executive that his integrity might hav } sus- 

| pected had not his open, frank, and honest character preciuded the pos- 
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sibility that he could have been cognizant of the crimes of those who 
abused his confidence. 

I shall barely refer to the Naval frauds, whereby at least $100,000,000 
were squandered to enrich a Secretary of the Navy and his favored 
friends. I shall only drop a tear over the atrocity by which the er- 
mine of the Supreme Court was dragged from the lofty place it held 
in the estimation of Americans and the world when members of that 
tribunal consented to aid party purposes and deprived 45,000,000 peo- 
ple of their constitutionally and legally elected President, and placed 
in the Presidential chair a man who had no shadow of legal right or 
title to the position; and I shall revive for but a moment the unsavory 
memories of the post-tradership scandals, the unparalleled rascalities of 
the star routes, and the wholesale robberies of the carpet-bag govern- 
ments, whose officials ‘‘ thrust their larcenous fingers into the pocke‘s 
of posterity and mortgaged the labor of children yet unborn.”’ 

All these are things of the past, but they are a part—an important 
and inseparable part—of the history of the party that was swept from 
power by an indignant people in 1884. 

DEMOCRATS REDRESS REPUBLICAN WRONGS. 

I will, however, venture to remind you that, in the interest of banks 
and accumulated wealth, the Republican party enacted laws to retire 
or destroy all the greenback circulation, and demonetized silver as a cir- 
culating medium, thus confining our money circulation to gold and 
national-bank currency. 

The Democratic party, in the interest of the people, repealed one of 
these laws and preserved for them $346,000,000 of paper currency. 
That party also restored silver as money of exchange and required its 
continued coinage. 

During the period from 1862 to 1866 the Republican party gave to 
corporations more than 185,000,000 acres of the public domain, nearly 
equal to the entire area of the original thirteen States of the Union. 

The conditions upon which these lands were donated were not com- 
plied with, but nevertheless the donees were allowed to retain this 
empire of land until power was regained by the Democratic party. 

During the last four years we have restored tothe people 103,000,090 
acres, and a Democratic House has enacted laws which restore 55,000, - 
000 acres in addition, the total, 158,000,000, being an extent of terri- 
tory exceeding the combined area of the twelve great States of New 
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Maine, Ohio, Maryland, Delaware, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Vermont, New Hampshire, and Connec- 
ticut; and in doing this we have declared that the publicdomain shall 
be retained as a sacred legacy for homesteads for the American people. 

REPUBLICAN LAWS TO CITEAPEN LABOR. 

The fallacy of the pretensions of the Republican party that they are, 
and have ever been, peculiarly solicitous for the welfare of the work- 
ingmen, is shown by the general tenor of nearly all the laws enacted by 
them which affect labor, and notably by the fact that the first and only 
law sanctioning and legalizing the importation of cheap foreign labor 
under contract was enacted when the Republicans had more than two- 
thirds majority in both Houses of Congress. The passage of this law 
was urged by Senator SHERMAN upon the ground that ‘‘labor is too 
high in this country.’’ 

Democrats rebuked this insult to Americans, repealed the law, and 
made it an indictable offense to import cheap contract labor. In the 
face of this General Harrison, the candidate of the Republican party, 
says the difference is little— 

Whether the cheap laborer is across the street or over the sea. 

If cheap contract labor is brought to America it enables Mr. Blaine 
and others who employ it to increase their gains by reducing the price 
of labor, while Democrats have demanded that cheap labor shall re- 
main ‘‘ over the sea,’’? where it belongs. 

The Republican party have built up, fostered, and encouraged all 
kinds of ‘* combines,’’ monopolies, and trusts, the exactions of which 
have developed great wealth and arrogance on the one side, and pov- 
erty, privation, and suffering on the other. 

In a recent Washington paper I find a dispatch, which I will read: 

BY ORDER OF THE SUGAR TRUST. 

Pursuant to the order issued by President Havemeyer, of the sugar trust, 
the two large sugar refineries of the firm of DeCastro & Donner were closed 
down to-day at noon, and one thousand men were thrown out of work. 

This illustrates the arbitrary manner in which the wrongly-acquired 
power of these trusts, created and protected by Republican legisla- 
tion, is exercised to the great injury of the people. One thousand 
men are deprived of the opportunity of providing for themselves and 
families, and a necessity of life is made more costly. This is not an 
isolated case. Diminution of production, enforced idleness of working 
men and women are the natural, the inevitable, consequences of the 
partial Republican legislation, which the Democratic party is now striv- 
ing to modify in the interest of the people. 

For many months past orders of the same import as that of the sugar 
trust I have just read have appeared in the papers of the country 
almost daily. 


UNJUST TAX LAWS, 
The absolute falsity of the claim that the Republican party have pro- 
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tected the interests of the workingmen is further shown by the fact 
that while that party was in unrestricted control of the Government it 
abolished nearly every tax which fell upon the rich, but took no steps to 
lighten the burden of taxation laid upon the poor. 

The tax on incomes, paid only by the wealthy or the comparatively 
well-to-do, was repealed; the railroad, express, and insurance compa- 
nies were relieved of the taxes they had paid; the taxes on banks, bank- 
ers, bank circulation, bank deposits, and bank checks were abolished; 
and the Republican party, with an audacity almost inconceivable, 
claims credit for thus lightening the burdens of the people. 

But the farmer, the mechanic, and the laboring man, whose ‘* in- 
come’’ had been reduced by imported foreign cheap labor—imported 
because, as a prominent Republican leader asserted, ‘‘ labor was too 
high in this country ’’—have still to pay exorbitant taxes on the imple- 
ments he must use and on the tools he works with. ‘They still pay 
taxes on plows, trace-chains, axes, hammers, files, nails, saws; on the 
shingles upon his roof, the panes of glass in his rooms, the wood in his 
infant’s cradle, and on the shroud and coflin which cover his dead. 

Then, too, as I have before stated, the Republican party alone is re- 
sponsible for the laws which have fostered and protected all the trusts 
and combinations of capital by which, with the aid of tariff laws in 
the interest of accumulated capital, the price of almost every necessary 
of life has been enhanced and the cost of living to the poor man greatly 
increased. 

THE EVILS AND WRONGS OF TRUSTS. 

One trust adds 2 cents a pound to the price of sugar; another adds 1 
cent a pound to the price of salt; another adds 30 per cent. to the price 
of slate pencils; another adds 40 per cent. to the price of oil-cloth; an- 
other adds 80 cents a gallon to castor-oil; another adds 25 per cent. to 
paper envelopes; another 100 per cent. to cotton bagging; another rests 
upon a tariff tax of $17 a ton on steel rails, and materially increases 
the cost of railroad travel and transportation; another adds 1} cents 
per pound to the price of nails; another adds 2 cents per pound to 
the cost of iron nuts and washers; another adds more than one-half a 
cent per pound to the cost of barbed fence wire; another adds 2} cents 
a pound to the price of copper; another adds 14 cents a pound to the 
price of lead; another rests upon a tax of 15 cents a pound on nickel; 
another adds 30 per cent. to the price of cordage; another rests upon a 
35 per cent. tax on gutta-percha; another adds 25 cents per gallon to 
the price of linseed-oil; another adds 5 cents a pound to the price of 
borax and boracic acid, 3 cents a pound to the price of crude borax and 
borate of lime, and 4 cents a pound to the price of commercial boracic 
acid; and still another adds 2} cents a pound to the price of zine. 
Every one of these trusts and ‘‘combines”’ is hostile to the interests 
of those who fabor, and they have therefore been attacked by the Dem- 
ocratic party, and this character of legalized extortion has been de- 
fended against these attacks by the mostinfluential and most prominent 
Republican leader, Mr. Blaine, who declared in one of his speeches— 
They (trusts) are largely private affairs, with which neither President Cleve- 
land nor any private citizen has any particular right to interfere. 

To this dogmatic and authoritative exposition of the Republican 
party’s attitude toward trusts an honored and able leader of the De- 
mocracy very pertinently replied: 

Larceny is a private affair—a very private affair—and yet it is not supposed 
to be improper to interfere with it by law. The highwayman who demands 


your money or your life is engaged in a private enterprise, but still the law 
takes cognizance of his act and punishes it as a crime. 


PARTY ATTITUDES ON TRUSTS. 


And these two utterances forcibly indicate the striking difference in 
the views entertained by the Democratic and Republican parties re- 
garding these combinations which have for their object to exact tribute 
from the great body of the people to satisfy individual greed and ra- 
acity. 

The Republicans say they must not be interfered with, because they 
violate no law. Democrats insist that the welfare and safety of the 
people is the highest law, and demand that all laws which render op- 
pression of the people possible must be promptly modified or repealed. 
Witness the following ringing declaration of our platform: 


Judged by Democratic principles the interests of the people are betrayed 
when, by unnecessary taxation, trusts and combinations are permitted and fos- 
tered, which, while unduly enriching the few that combine, rob the body of our 
citizens by depriving them as purchasers of the benefits of natural competition. 


And upon this explicit declaration of Democratic principles President 
Cleveland in bis letter of acceptance comments in this vigorous and un- 
equivocal language: 


Such combinations have always been condemned by the Democratic party. 
The declaration of its national convention is sincerely made,and no member of 
our party will be found excusing the existence or belittling the pernicious re- 
sults of these devices to wrong the people. Under various names they have 
been punished by the common law for hundreds of years, and they have host 
none of their hateful features because they have assumed the name of trusts in- 
stead of conspiracies. 
We believe that these trusts are the natural offspring of a market artificially 
restricted; that an inordinately high tariff, beside furnishingthe temptation for 
their existence, enlarges the limit within which they may operate against the 
people and thus increase the extent of their power for wrongdoing. 

With an unalterable hatred of all such schemes we count checking of the 
baleful operations among the good results promised by revenue reform. 
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Mr. Cleveland is by no means alone in this assertion that these com- ’ Stat . A ’ 
binations and trusts have always been condemned by the Democrat i t l i 
party. Mr. Blaine, in the speech I have before refer: 1 to, said ! 3 l ; 
When President C boveland delsvenes his message he had s 1ething to say to | & 
the American people ut the danger of “trusts.” I think there ave | | \ 3 8309 ‘ 
since no Democratic papers in thee yuntry, whether they understood the mean- | 4, ut 
ing of the word or not, that have not been constantly warning the people of the = - s 7, a 
horrible danger of trusts. | \ . iol t 
And as if in anticipation of the inevitable results of this system 
centralization, a prominent Re publican, nearly a quarter of a century | Mr: fe 
ago, made this remarkable prediction: coer 
\s a result of the war corporations have been enthroned and an era of corr as 
tir 1 high places will follow, and the money power of the country w en- : 
deavor to prolong its reign by working upon the prejudices of the people unt 
all wealth is aggregated in a few hands and the Repul 3 destroyed. I fe Mr. McMILI oe { I 
at this moment more anxiety for the safety of my country t! ever before, « i STANT ‘ 
in the: ridst of the war. God grant that my cunpieions say | ve gre l $ M o HI ESTA ; . ae 5 & pre 
MISSION OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. ) PD aan & Soctunas ae : . ' 
These are some of the wrongs which it is our duty to correct, and | ms. EOMELASN. 1 believe, J = 
: . = ; tye >“ | motion to adjourn 
they bring to my mind reflections which the pending contest between | ’ a = SPE Ky ; j 
the two parties has forced upon my consideration, and which I think } Mr. M aera ; ae Se 7 ‘ , 
should properly be laid before the people. Can there be any doubt as ee = otra tes Pee 
to the result? Principles dear to American freemen on the o1 le, | ate SPEAKE ~ , ’ 
and those abhorred by them on the other. a ee areas ae £5 oe we 2 
The mission of the Democratic party is a grand and lofty one. It|,.°° ees "1 . Pe 
seeks to bring our country back to the golden days of honest P rity, | wet oe at Age te AE ., , 
when all industrious and frugal men could acquire a competence, and beets ae ee ee ' ae Sacer 
@hen the upward march of the prosperous was not upon the blichted 
hopes and broken fortunes of their fellow beings. Can any one whose tls aati ‘ . 
breast retains a spark of love for his country and for humanity hesi- Pe a on : 
tate when the prize to be sought involves the welfare and happiness of tl low les W 
of over 20,000,000 American citizens who toil for the support of t! | Ww 
selves and their families. 1 R. 11574 thorizing the Secreta 
Some gentlemen have demanded that we cease the struggle, at least | « 1 condemned arms to the Naval P 
for a time, promising that it shall be renewed at another session or an- | I unia, Grand Army of the Republic, ! 
other Congress. I have opposed and will continue my opposition to a | at Philadelphia—to the ( 1ittee on Naval Affairs 
moment’s truce or the surrender of an inch of the vantage ground gained | By Mr. W.C. P. BRECKINRU IGE: A bill (H. R. 11575) granting 
by our party. I insist, and I belie ve a large majority of the Democrat | a pension to Judith M. Springat he C 1ittee on Invalid Ie 
party will insist, that the fight should be : continued until the battle is ons. 
won. As our ancestors at Runnymede wrung from King John the | By Mr. HEARD: A bill (IT. R. 11576) ¢g n to Tho 
**Magna Charta’’—that priceless grant of liberty and constitutional ee on Invalid I \ 
government—so we will wring from the Senate of the United States a } 1. R. 11577) gt ra pension to Anc 
concession as valuable to the people of this land of freedom as was the | 3 mittee on | i 
Magna Charta to the down-trodden subjects of the proud English mon- ys bill (H. R. 1157 increase the pe 
arch. [Applause. ] i Ro ommittee on Invalid Pensions , 
The CHAIRMAN (before Mr, WHEELER had concluded his remar] ’ ea ll (H. R gt Lp 1 to ¢ 
The time of the gentleman from Alabama has expired. F. Orwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
Mr. WHEELER. Will the consideration of this bill be resumed to- By Mr. STOCK DALE: A bill (H. R. 115 for the relief o 
morrow ? A. Nutt—to the Committ ym War ( 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAr] 
has three minutes remaining before the hour expires. | 
Mr. McRAE. My purpose is to withdraw this bill and call up | shes amenea 
another which I hope will not meet with such objection. | The following petitions and papers we the Clerk 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the bill ? | under th ind referred tollow 
Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir. sy Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial and othe: sof the Naval P« 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill is withdrawn. There are two minutes | No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, for t age of a bill to au- 
of the hour remaining. thorize the ry of the Navy to donate to that post certain con 
Mr.McKENNA. Then the bill which was under consideration and | demned arms—to the Committee on Naval Affai 
to which the gentleman from Alabama addressed his remarks, is no | sy Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Michael William Fout, for refer: 
longer before the House. | of ane oe m to the Court of Claims—to the mittee on War Claim 
INDEMNIFICATION FOR SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LA) | MARTIN: Petition of W. J. - andl SS ether citizen 
Mr. McRAE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 758) to relieve pur- setae on Ag Come Se Se 
chasers of, and to indemnify certain States for, swamp and overflowed ‘By Mr. } : [O} rGOM ERY Petit rE _— 
lands disposed of, and for other purposes. iM D see . - : ; a Tol a Ke +] - ' 7 — 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill; but before the reading was rte aa of Silas Jourdan, lau JODD Keilhn, nA. ih ‘ 1 
‘ > | thony McElvay, of Harvey Slav ght e ye S tone, of mi 
com luded, | Genll Wil D. Vv a f Pi OP ened { ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN said: The hour for the consideration of bills re- |". ’ “ i gee nee ose t of ( ee nae 
ported by committees has expired. The committee will rise. Cle — ee een aims en 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed "By Mr OSPOPNE: Niner a ’ as 7 
the Chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee of the Whole {th district of gen tem ge wage nance yng orp 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill S. | ae a ee 6c ore 
758) torelieve purchasers of, and to indemnify certain States for, swamp | = ine Rice R] aang ee ! 
and overflowed lands disposed of, and for other purposes, had come to | 3; +: ae ne oe o- a 
no resolution thereon. lin ¢ ounty, Tennessee, for reteren ol 3 m to olivia 
| to the Committee on War Claim 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of citizens: for 
r. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | House bill No, 11027—to the Committee o alt 
he ona had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- | By Mr. SCULL: Petition of John Lorrick and 42 others, of Bla 
‘lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: County, and of G. W. Osler and 24 ot! f Ost irgh, Pa.,in fa 
A bill (S. 869) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United | of pure food and pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
States eeamaee Tallapoosa; Ly Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Mary A. Baker, of Josep 
A bill (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic coast | Spencer, of Daniel Rings, of John C. Lammis, of Scott Noel, « 
between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md. ; ! uel Goodwin, of William W. Edwards, and of W. Carlisle, of k 
A bill (S. 3234) to abolish cireuit-court powers of certain district | tucky, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to 
courts of the United States and to provide for writs of error in capital | Committee on War Claims. 
cases, and for other purposes; By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of N. J. Bradley and 4° other 
A bill (S. 3573) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Mem- j of Humphrey County, Tennessee, in favor of the lard bi l pure 
phis Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture , 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, October 9, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. C. B. RAMSDELL, of the city of Washington. 
rhe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPEROPRIATIC 


INS, 


Mr. HALE. . I present the report of the conference committee on the 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ference will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The report of the committee of con- 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and prior years, and for other purposes, baving met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

luat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 13, 14, 19, 23, 26, 28, 
i, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 43, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 64, 66, 67, 78,79, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 90, 91, 93, 100, 
3, 114, 116, 117, 137, and 231. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7,8, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 2 . 31, 32, 33, 39, 
41, 44, 45, 46, 47,53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 68, 69, 70,71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 80, 83, 
87, 88, 89, 92, 94, 95, 96. 97, 98, 99, 101, 102, 104, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 118, 119, 120, 
121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 139, 140, 141, 142° 
143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155. 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 
163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 
184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 2 
205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 225 
226, 227, 228, and 229, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered ll,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In licu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $1,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment, insert 
**$6,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
went insert the following: 

‘To refund to the heirs of C. A. J. Flemister the balance of the proceeds of a 
sale of certain real estate of said Flemister, covered into the Treasury over and 
above his indebtedness to the Government, $475.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numvered 42; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

‘* Increase of water supply, Washington, D.C.: For expenses of the joint se- 
lect committee appointed under a concurrent resolution of Congress to investi- 
gate the work upon and contracts and other matters relating to the Washing- 
ton Aqueduct tunnel, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be dis- 
bureed by the Clerk of the House of Representatives on vouchers approved by 
said joint select committee.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendmeut numvereu 04; Luatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In line 7 of said amendment strike out the word “ sixty- 
seven” and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘sixty-six;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $1,328.07 ;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment.of the Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“To provide for the payment of the claims enumerated in Senate Executive 
Document No. 270, Fiftieth Congress, first session, for fees of district attorneys, 
as follows, namely: Fiscal year 1886, $320; for fiscal year 1887, except the claim 
numbered 103949in said Senate Executive Document, $3,833.70; in all, $4,153.70." 

And the Senate agree to the same. ° 

Amendments numbered 112 and 113: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 112 and 113, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be in- 
serted by said amendments insert the following: 

‘Industrial Home in Utah Territory: The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause all of the unexpended balances of appropri- 
ations made by two acts of Congress, one approved August 4, 1886, to aid in the 
establishment of an industrial home in the Territory of Utah and to provide 
employment and means of self-support for the dependent women who renounce 
polygamy and the children of such women of tender age in said Territory, 
with a view to aid in the suppression of polygamy therein; and the other act 
approved February 1, 1888, to aid the Industrial Christian Home Association of 
Utah in carrying on, under its articles of incorporation, the work of providing 
employment and means of self-support for the dependent women who shail 
have renounced polygamy and their children of tender age, now in the hands 
of Caleb W. West, or any other person or corporation, to immediately paid 
over and delivered to a properly qualified disbursing officer of the United States, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. And said Secretary of the 
Treasury is further directed to cause a valid title to the lot or lots of ground in 
the city of Salt Lake in said Territory that were purchased and paid for with 
money of the United States appropriated in the acts before cited to be immedi- 
ately vested absolutely and unconditionally in the United Statesforever. When 
said balances are fully paid over to said disbursing officer, the Utah commission 
shal! be and become the board of management and control thereof and of all 
expenditures of said money,and of such as may be hereinafter appropriated, 
and the said board of management and control shall proceed at once, on plans 
and specifications t§ be made or approved by said board, to erect or complete 
on said lot or lots a building adapted and designed to carry out the purposes of 
this act, and which when entirely completed and finished, including the ap- 
proaches and the fencing and grading of said lot or lots, shall not in cost exceed 
the sum of $50,000; and for these purposes the money appropriated under the 
two acts of Congress above recited and unexpended is hereby appropriated, 
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and a further sum is hereby appropriated to complete the work above men- 
tioned, not exceeding the sum of $24,000. 

** There isaiso hereby appropriated the further sum of $4,(00,or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to suitably furnish said building when the same shall have 
been completed. 

“When said building shall have been completed and furnished it shall be 
placed in the custody of the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Ter- 
ritory to be used and occupied by it for the purpose of aiding in the suppression 
of polygamy and of Sunshine an industrial home and providing employment 
and means of self-support for the dependent women who renounce polygamy, 
and the children of such women of tender age in said Territory; and forthe pur- 
pose of extinguishing polygamy the following classes may also be received, to 
wit: 

“ First. First or legal wives, 

“Second. Women and girls with polygamous surroundings in danger of be- 
ing coerced into polygamy. 

“Third, Girls of polygamous parentage anxious to escape from polygamous 
influences, 

“Fourth, Women and girls who have been proselyted elsewhere and remove 
into the Territory in ignorance of the existence there of polygamy. 

“For aiding in the work of said association for the present fiscal year, includ- 
ing the transportation of inmates of the institution who desire to permanently 
remove from said Territory, $4,000. 

“*Said Utah Commission shall hereafter act as the board of control over said 
association, both in the erection of said building and in the conduct of the work 
of the association hereafter. 

“*Said Utah Commission shall audit all expenditures of said association under 
any appropriations herein or hereafter made, and shall make an annual report 
to Congress covering their expenditures and, work hereunder, together with 
that of said association. 

‘Said Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah Territory for the work 
herein defined shall have the use and occupation of said building and grounds, 
free of rent or charge, until such time as said work shall be accomplished, or 
Congress shall otherwise direct, when possession and occupation of the santie 
shall revert to the United States.”’ 

And the Senate agree to-the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment and insert, after line 2, page 2, of the bill, the following: 

“To pay out ot humane consideration, and without reference to the question 
of liability therefor, the sum of $276,619.75 to the Chinese Government as full 
indemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese subjects within the 
United States at the hands of residents thereof.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 130: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid for clerical 
hire during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and for extra clerical ser- 
vices and expenses occasioned by the prolongation of the session, $5,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following : 

**To pay all session employés of the House of Representatives authorized by 
the ‘Act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other 
—— approved March 3, 1887, to the end of the present session of Congress, 

5,000, 

“To pay M. H. Clark for services as additional clerk to Committee on En- 
rolled Bilis, from September 27 to October 7, 1888, $66.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 230,and agree to the same witn an 
amendment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said anend- 
ment, insert the following: 

**Sec.7. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropria- 
tions the balance of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund 
under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appro- 
priations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the fiscal 
year 1886 and prior years,and which have been certified to Congress under sec- 
tion 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in House Executive Document 
No. 455, Fiftieth Congress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 


““WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 


‘“‘ For pay of two and three year volunteers, 1871 and prior years, $27,708.15. 

“For bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, 1871 and prior 
years, $20,069.46. 

‘For bounty, act of July 28, 1866, 1880, and prior years, $4,525.89. 

‘For pay, and so forth, of the Army, 1886 and prior years, $369.47. 

“For pay, and so forth, of the Army, 1887, $606.20. 

** For pay, and so forth, of the Army, 1888, $225.75. 


“INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SEC- 
OND COMPTROLLER. 


“For pay of Indian agents, 1886 and prior years, $206.75. 


“WAR DEPARTMENT—CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER. 


“‘ For transportation of the Army and its supplies, 1886 and prior years, $64. 81. 

“Por regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and prior years, 
$59.25. 

‘For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1886 and prior years, 
$164.62. 

“For clothing and camp and garrison equipage, 1886 and prior years, $88. 

“For 50 per cent. of arrears of Army transportation due certain land grant 
railroads 1886 and prior years, $5.68 ; 

“For commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States and to soldierg 
on furlough prior to July 1, 1886, $435. 

* For contingencies of fortifications, $49.33. =n 

“ For pay, transportation, services,and supplies of Oregon and Washington 
Volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 1871, and prior years, $23.67. E 

“ For horses and other property lost in the military service prior to July 1, 1886, 
$5,415.16. 


‘“* SAVY DEPARTMENT—CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND 
COMPTROLLER, 


“For pay of the Navv prior to July 1, 1886, $18,798.40. 
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For pay, Marine Corps, prior to July 1, 1886, $11 10. PIS he o For two ¥ s afte é cv land 
wma VaAVY bureau of Provisions and Clot g t Is ur ind wh it | e V , C ‘ \ 
‘ For enlistment bounties to seamen, prior to Jaly 1, 1886 paid an equal salar oO another » «le 
* For the payment of claims for difference between actua | dut vell and faithfully and ed dou ' t 
age allowed under the de ision of the United States Supreme : area gs nosed to = tel 1 
of Graham rs. United States, $135.50. “Ph : nome | . P = . 
And the Senate agree to the same. I am sorry that the House of Repres 
ga Jaen proper this provision was. I am sorry thatt 
F, M. COCKRELI snitable place for it should be in an appropriat iS 
Mu rers on the p the s | claim of the widow It is no business contract 
JAS. N. BURNES | lates to no private atia but it } 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS | priety and justice. 
. PHOS. RYAN ; | The fact that there is no precedent spect of ¢ 
ee | counted for from the fact that t eis p ola 
The PRESIDENT pro tenpore. The question is uy thatis within my recollection. P um 
the report of the committee of conference. dent that Chief-Justice Marshall died without waw 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to have the Senator from M ex- | confident that Chief-Justice Taney died withou if a widow 
plain, if he will, why it is that the action of the Senate in making pro- | confident that Chief-Justice Chase died withou iving a widow u 
vision for the balance of a year’s salary to the widow oi late Chief- | so certainly for a period of more than half the life of this nation and 
Justice appears to have fallen out of the bill. | a century no inst ince of this kind has occurred 1 a Chief-.J ustice 
Mr. HALE. The only explanation of that is that, try as hard as we | of the United States, after a long, faithful, honoral ind ul career 
could and did, we were unable to make any impression upon the House | has suddenly left the service of the country by death, leaving a widow 
conferees on that matter. The subject was fully discussed over and | in circumstances that make it delicate and gracious and right for Con 
over again. 'The House conferees from the beginning took the ground | gress to make some suitable provision for and recognition of } ta 
that they could not assent to an item of this kind, which, as they claimed, a pension, butas, once forall, asubstantial gratuity in view of 
had no precedent on which it could be based, being put upon an ap- | ices her husband had performed. 
propriation bill. | There is only one precedent that I know of in tl 
It was intimated that if a separate bill, standing upon its own mer- | It is true we provide for ourselves and our employés in both House 
its, providing 2 year’s salary or the balance of it for the widow of the | and the executive branches of the Governme n foreign « 
late Chief-Justice, should at any time be introduced and passed by the | and so on; but when it comes to the judicia ve have 
Senate, the objections, so far as those gentlemen, the members of the | provision in so far as I know except in one instance, that ¢ dist 
conference on the part of the House, were concerned, might not be as | judge of the United States who, after a career not a quarter as long 
strong. My impression is that a bill of that kind, standing by itself, | that of the late Chief-Justice, died in Florida at his post in } eld o 
not put on an appropriation bill, could be passed by the other House, | duty of a disease p iar to that climate, yellow fever, when Congre 
from what I have learned; but we have found it impossible to retain | without any division of parties, and only a few vears ago, gave to his 
the provision of that Senate amendment in the bill. widow the full amount of a whole year’s salar not the balance of it. 
The nearest approach to a precedent we could find was a statute | In this instance the late Chief-Justice died at his post in Washington 
which was cited to us by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs], | of pneumonia, a disease incident to this climate the House of Rep- 
which provided for such a gratuity as this, the balance of a year’s sal- | resertatives can not find it in their heart to ma pr 1 for h 
ary, or an entire year’s salary, to a United States judge in Florida who | widow. 
died at his post from yellow fever contracted there; but that was not; I shall try the experiment to-day or 1 rrow of introducing a spe 
done on an appropriation bill. | cial bill, which was referred to, and if the Senate will pass it, and 
Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Maine whether there are | if it will we will try it at the other end 
not abundant precedents for granting the balance of a year’s salary to Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will do that Che conferees on the 
the widows of members of the House of Representatives and members | part of the Senate were, so far as their action goes, fu persu 
of the Senate who die in office? In that particular did the House con- | the justice and merit of this appropriation, and recognized f 
ferees point out any distinction in principle between the two cases, the | great services which had been rendered by the late Chief-.Ju 
two officers? died at his post, and that his family are in a condition where h 
Mr. HALE. That has always been done and recognized, but it has | grant or benefaction would be most fit and appropriate. We 
not been done in the case of the family of a Chief-Justice. | by the strong and unrelenting nay of the House of R ‘ 
Mr. HOAR. Iso understand, and I was not poking the question at | and we were unable of course to get 
the Senator to indicate any want of fidelity or any inconsistency, but The PRESIDENT pro tempo Is the Senate ready for t 
in order to call attention to the precedent. on agreeing to the report of the committee of conference 
Mr. HALE. There are plenty of precedents not only of that kind, | The report was concurred in 
but with reference to the foreign service on the death of ministers; but | EXECUTIVE COMM? ATI 
the answer of the other House was that the circumstances there are The PRESIDENT pro f i i 
peculiar, that the ministers die abroad, and that is a matter which has | ,. yg Oe ee One > song ee 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appropria- 


passed into acceptance. 

What they claimed was (and I had forgotten myself that the record 
was such) that we had not intervened in this way even in the case of 
Chief-Justices who have died poor and left their families under the con- 
straint of narrow affairs. In short, we were not able to persuade the | 
conferees on the part of the House to assent to the Senate amendment | 
under any condition on this bill, and so rather than that the bill should | 
fail we yielded. Iam sorry we had to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no doubt the Senate conferees did their 
best to carry out the expressed opinion of the Senate. It is, of course, 
impossible to distinguish this case from the allowances that we make 
to the widows of members of the House of Representatives and of the 
Senate and the widows of the employés of both branches. if any pos- 
sible distinction could be suggested, it would be in favor of making an 
allowance in this case rather than in the others, for all members of | 
Congress who have any possible means of earning money, either at 
farming or at the law, or in manufactures or in trade, or whatever,.are 
authorized by the Constitution and the laws to continue those employ- 
ments while they are still in the Government service, and make by 
their labor and industry what they can besides, while the justices of | 
the Supreme Court of the United States, as well, I think it safe to 
say, as all the inferior judges of the courts of the United States, are by 
law prohibited from engaging in their profession of the law; and while 
they are not prohibited by law from engaging in business they feel it 
to be a bounden duty in respect of the sacredness and impartiality of | 
their offices that they shall not engage in any active business. Of | 
course if they have any property which is invested, that goes on, but 
in respect of carrying on affairs they are set aside entirely. 

Therefore when Chief-Justice Waite came to this office all his prac- | 
tice and all his worldly affairs were set aside, and he devoted himself | 
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tion for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of the recen 
Chinese-exclusion act, approved October 1, 1858, and transmitting a 
provision for insertion in an appropriation bill h t! 1 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the ¢ ttec 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 


DR. JOHN B. READ 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid bet t Senate a co ‘ica 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, i ponse toat ution 

| of October 4, 1888, calling for papers in the claim of Dr. John b. Read, 
a copy of Department letter of June 4, 15", communicating, in respons« 
toa similar resolution, all the papers on record in that case to the 


| Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempor : The comn cation, with the 
companying papers, will be referred to the Committee on M 
Affairs and printed, if the re be no obiection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest in th connection t the 


papers I saw bearing upon this subject (which is a very extraordinary 
one in point of principle, I think, but I do not wish to go into the 
merits of it now) purported to be and were undoubtedly the report of 
the board organized by the Secretary of War, consisting of a major, a 
captain, and a lieutenant in the Army, stating their findings upon the 
| subject 
The joint resolution of Congress upon which the inquiry was had, 


required, if J interpret it correctly, that the evidence, and ali the evi- 


dence, on which the board acted. should also be retarned to Congress 
g 


| for consideration. 1 could not find in the papers that I saw they - 
pay y 4 


pear now to have been original—any report of what the evidence was 
which was submitted or any copies of it, but only a statement of what 
it tended to show apparently, as a lawyer would express it. 
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I not v to delay the Senate now with any further motion, but 
at I hope the Committee on Military Affairs (as it will hav 
time, now that the matter is understood to go over until 
ce r) will endeavor to obtain from the War Department all the do 
l all the evidence in detail of whatevel nd that was laid 
before that board, so that we may know exa tly what the case is. With 


to say. 








‘ on Pe 
I L, I \ i 
ANCI I k consé to be | } ltomakea em¢ 
ce tion o ething that occurred yesterday. 
PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senator from North Carolina 
proceed, 
VANCI Att - conclusion of my remarks yesterday the Sen- 
from Rhode Island | ir, ALDRICH | rose and said that 1 had made 
ike in stating that opium prepared for smoking was placed upon 
the free-list by the bill of the Committee on Finance. Upon examin- 
e bill I find that he is correct and that I did make a mistake in 
tating; but 1 desire to state that I followed the report of the com- 
mittee, which states in its appendix C, published the RecorD, that 
opium for smoking is placed upon the free-list, and also that the report 
of the committee published in pamphlet form for general distribution 
contains the same statement, that opium placed upon the free-list 


when prepared for smoking. So I made the 
report of the committee, and I hope that will 
countrymen at large not to take for granted 
that committee concerning the bill is correct. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What the Senator from North Car« 
haps technically correct. In one sense the appendix is a portion of the 
report. The clerical error referred to was made in transcribing the lis 
ticles named in one of the appendices as placed by the bill on the 
free-list. The error was not brought to the attention of any memb 


mistake by lo lowing the 
serve as & Warning tomy 
that all that is stated by 


lina says is per- 





of the committee until after it was printed. The statement was no 
essential part of the report of the committee, as the Senator from Nort! 
Carolina understands, as wellas myself. I stated last night that it was 
printed through inadvertence, and I have now explained the manner | 
in which the mistake occurred, An examination of the bill by the 
Senator from North Carolina would have disclosed the error, 
VANCE. ‘The Senator did not say that it crept in through in- 
‘ ence, but that it was a misprint, the printer being the scape- 
ALLISO I think it ought to be well understood, in view o! 
t t ti senator from North Carolina says he followed the com- 
mittee, that the committee, in the text of thet vill from the beginning, 
ted by the Senator from Rhode Island, had probil vited the 
m of opium forsmoking. There never was a time in the con- 
ition of the bill when that provision was not in it, nor was there 
‘ ti hen it was not one of the provisions that was fully dis 
< fi e reason that a is some legal question respecting it. 
[ supposed at least that the Senator from North Carolina, being a mem- 
b the ¢ mitte Phesake had read the bill. 


wish to say further that that provision of the bill 








was read in the hearing of the Senator from North Carolina, and it is a | 
warning to him that hereafter he should get his knowledge from the | 











} if, a not from newspaper reports as to what it contains. 
\ VANCI I beg the pardon of the Senator from Rhode Island 
= I 
senator from Iowa. That portion of the bill relative to 
th lministrative branch of the subject was not read to the commit- 
{ ‘othing bat the schedules of taxation were read to the commit- 
tee; and I very inadvertently and unwisely took the word of the com- 
mittee as to this matter. I promise never to do so again, Mr, President, 
li i can be excused, 
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following report 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two opeeeen 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S.3559) to amend section 2304 of th 
Rev d Statutes of the United States to allow persons who have abandone ‘a 
t homestead entries to make another entry, having met, after full and free 
‘ rence, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
hi follows 
A nd nt numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
3 t oliows: In line 6 strike out the word hem” and insert the words 
; her upon the lands settled upon;” inline 8strike out the words “they 
] and insert “he or she has;"’ and the House agree to the same. 
_Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to | 
the amendment of the House numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows Strike out all of section 3 of said proposed amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof as follows 
See. 3. That the price of all sections and parts of sections of the public lands 
within the limits of the portions of the several grants of lands to aid in the con- 


struction of railroads which have been heretofore and which may hereafter be 
forfeited, which were by the act making such grants, or have since been, in- 
creased to the double minimum price, and also of all lancs within the limits of 
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y such railroad grant and: en d in t lying a t to and 
cot I of t of any r ad wi is i! 
cot e of this 3 he i i 1.25 per acre 
And to thes 
Am j H e recede f ri eement tothe 
nd of th é numbered 3, s I ee to the « with an amend- 
nta vs: St ‘ i i 1 and insert as 
Ww 
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>. That e' 
wstoenter ¢ 
mipiy 

»0f there 





er ce 











< ver’s fin re tt re I ] 1 be luy said lawsto enter, by le ] 
divisions « re Un s to homestead en- 
try. so mu itothe gq ty previ ly so entered by 
him, shali not ex« That in no cas ll patent issue until 
the person mak es da entry sha re actually and in 
conformity with th lupon and « ivated the land em- 
braced therein i ith v 
And the House agres » the s ‘ 
Amend the title as follows 
Strike out the following words Amend secti wo of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States to rdd, after the word 1 yvords “and for 
other purposes and the Ii igree tl 
t DOLPH 
st BERRY, 
3 the part of the Senate, 


rHos. C, McRAR, 
HERMANN, 
WHEELER, 


part of the House. 


BINGER 
JOS, 
S oO” tte 


The report wi 


Privileges and Elec- 
the bill (S. 3609) supplementary to the act approved 
ntitled 1 act to fix the day for the meeting of the 


and Vice-P and to provide for and regu- 


Mr. HOAR. lam directed by the Committee 
11008 to re} port 
February 3, 1887, « 
‘ ‘President 





pe ieee residen 





late the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the 
decision of questions ari thereon.’ 

I wish to say that this bill was not referred to the committee, but it 
was placed upon the Calendar for the 1 mn which I stated when 


was introduced. It has been examined by me members of the com- 
mittee separately without a formal refer id A th ey instract me (and 
wse if comes within the general a th sate of the committee on 


ject) to report the bill. J ask that the bill may be put on its 





PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Chair thinks : tnt under the 
statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, the bill being on the Cal- 
endar and not having been referred to the committee, it can hardly be 
reported from the committee ¢ t as an original bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be treated 


as a report of the com mittee, and that it be put on its passage. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be treated as an original bill. 
The bill — reported will be read 3st time by its title 


>i 


i 


i 
hy 
0 


The bill (S. 3620) supplementary to the act approved [February 3, 
1887, entitled **An act to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of 


President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the count- 
the votes.for nee lent and Vice-President, and the decision of 
“ee sreon,’’ was 1 rst time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill may be now considered. 

The PRESIDEN pro tempore. ‘The second reading of 
be at length, if there be no obje n. 

The bill was read the second time at length, 
fieates and li 
nentioned i 


7 } 
ad the fi 





the bill will 





as follows: 





or eereeaee nd Vi 
terlof Ti > Ill of the Revi 


stsof votes 


Be it enacted, etc., That the cer 
President of t United States 








Statutes of the United States, and i 1 the act t this is } nent, s 
be forwarded, in the manner ther n provi ee Pr f the Ser 
forthwith after the second Monday in January, ch tl rs shall giv 





their votes. 


Sec, 2 l 


That section 141 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is 1 
ed as to read as follows 








80 ame 


“Spec. 141. Whenever a certificate of votes from any State has not been 
ceived at the seat of Government on the fourth Monday of the month of - 





ary of Sta te 


dy one ce 
such judge shall f prea with 


» Secret 





uary in which their meeting shall have been heid, th 
send a special messenger to the district judge in whose cust 
of the votes from that State has been lodged, and 
transmit that list to the seat of Government.” 

Mr. HOAR. The bill merely changes the time at which the mes- 
irected to bring the vote to Washington, to conform to the 
I ask that the bill may be put upon its passage. 
the Senate, as in Committee of 





new law. 
By unanimous consent, 





the Whole, 


| proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| be engrossed for a third re ra read the third time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF YELLOW FEVER. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on oe Diseases, to which wa 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 111) relating to yellow fever oad 
epidemic diseases, direct me to report a substitute. I report Senate 
joint resolution 111 back adversely and I shall ask that it be postponed 
indefinitely. 


Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will agree that the 
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n not see that Mrs. Waite, more than the widow of any other civil 


er of the United States, is entitled to receive a donation from Con- 


rhe Senator from Vermont said that we provided for the widows of 
Senators and Members of Congress, and paid them a year’s salary. 
If that be true it ought not tobetrue. I do not believe that the Con- 
gress of the United States has a right to take money out of the Treas- 
ury that belongs to the whole people of this country and give it to the 
widows of Senators and the widows of members or the widow of any 
one else. When Chief-Justice Waite took his office he knew the salary 
attached to it. Practically it was part and parcel of his contract 
and understanding that he should serve for that; and we have no 
right, as I conceive, to give his widow or the widow of a Senator or 
Member of Congress or any one else money out of the Treasury of the 
United States. There are thousands of widows over all this land who 
are not widows of Senators or members or Chief-Justices, and they have 
the same right that the widow of the Chief-Justice of the United States 
has. 


It is upon this principle that Ioppose the bill. I believe it is build- | 


ing up that legislation of which I have heretofore spoken, called class 
legislation. I believe it is selecting a few favored individuals and tak- 
ing the money that belongs to the people and providing that they shall 
live in luxury and ease, while thousands of others are obliged to toil 


from day today. I can not vote for the bill, and I will not give my | 


consent that it be now considered if unanimous consent be required. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas ob- | 


ject? 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. There will be a meeting of the Judiciary Committee in 
about ten minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3622) granting a pension to Henry 
Heuer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 114) to quiet title 
in the United States to certain land in Miller County, Arkansas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3623) granting a pension to Maria 
Gribbon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REVENUE-BILL TESTIMONY. 


ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That in addition to the usual number, there be printed 750 copies of 
the testimony accompanying Senate Report No. 2332, for the use of the Senate. 


ELLEN P. MALLOY. 
Mr. HARRIS. A day or two ago the bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief 


of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy was adversel¥ reported and indefinitely post- | 


poned. lask that the vote by which the indefinite postponement was 
had may be reconsidered and the bill placed upon the Calendar. 


‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will beso ordered, if there be no 


objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
Senate in compliance with its request the bill (S. 577) for the relief of 
the American Grocer Association, of the city of New York. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution providing for a joint 
committee to investigate the work on the Washington Aqueduct tun- 
nel. 

LOUIS RIEL, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions coming over from yesterday, offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr], the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Resolutions calling for information in relation to 
Louis Riel, who was hanged for the alleged crime of treason by the 
authorities of Canada. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘These resolutions were offered by me yesterday in 
consequence of information that had been brought to my knowledge 
from various sources, particularly through the public press and the 
publication of a book of apparently considerable merit and written 
with care and ability, bearing upon the case of Louis Riel. I may 
say further that private information in the way of correspondence from 
at least one responsible party has also induced me, with these other 
considerations, to offer the resolutions. The resolutions were read at 
length yesterday. They are in print and before the Senate. 

I will state that, in substance, they assert that Riel, who was tried 
and convicted of treason and executed for that crime or alleged crime 
on the 16th of November, 1885, by the authorities of the Dominion of 
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Canada, was an American citizen; that his trial was without due form 


| and process of law; that, among other causes of defense, he was an in- 


sane person, which defense failed to be made with proper force and 
effect; that the verdict of the jury was, to be sure, guilty, but that it 
was with a recommendation to mercy; that mercy was not extended, 
and that he was executed for the crime, somewhat differently from 
the manner in which we treated the rebellion which occurred in this 


| country but a few years ago, which was upon the most tremendous 


proportions, and which resulted in the death of no American citizen 
under the accusation of crime, or, at least, crime in consequence of par- 
ticipation in the rebellion; that a prominent French Canadian brought 
the circumstances of this man’s case and his American citizenship to 
the attention of the President and Secretary of State, urgently asking 
for their interference, representing the helpless condition of the man, 
these mitigating circumstances, and that he was entitled to at least in- 
quiry on the part of his Government into the circumstances under 
which he was awaiting death; that the Government declined abso- 
lutely to interfere, or to make inquiry, or to concern itself about the 
man’s case in any wise whatsoever. 

These allegations, the resolutionsset forth, were made by one Edmund 
Mallett, who, I believe, ordinarily has the title of major, and is said 
to be a gentleman of high character and responsibility, who was at the 
time these occurrences took place in the employ of the Government, 
havingsome function in the Treasury Department; that he, being unable 
to obtain the attention of his Government to the case of Louis Riel, 
made much complaint with great publicity and published letters giv- 
ing the circumstances in regard to the aileged dereliction and reluct- 
ance of the Government in the case of Louis Riel; that since these 
charges were made by Mr. Mallett and since the publication of the 
book to which I have alluded, and which has been brought, as I under- 
stand, to the attention of the President and the Secretary of State, 
this gentleman has been promoted to a still higher and more responsi- 
ble position under the Government with increased compensation. 

The resolutions do not assume that any of these charges are true, and 
call for such information as the Government may be able to give us in 
the premises. I will read to the Senate some of the additional proof, 


| which has, I think, justified my offering, in fact made it an imperative 


duty to offer the resolutions. I have in my hand a letter from one 
Wilbur F. Bryant, of Nebraska, which is dated Hartington, Nebr., 
September 25, 1888, addressed to myself, and isin reply to a letter 
which Isent to Mr. Bryant after reading the book, ‘‘ The Blood of Abel,’’ 


| of which he is author, and after readingan article ina prominent New 


York journal in which he reiterated these charges of negligence on the 
part of the Government and the unfortunate circumstances of the case 
of Mr. Riel, and in response to that letter I received this and also the 


| book, which the letter states to be a compilation of facts. He says: 
Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was re- | 


In regard to Louis Riel my book, mailed yesterday, furnishes an authentic 
account of the Riel affair. The appendix shows some: of the authorities con- 
sulted. I have these documents now. 


Further on he says: 
The written matter I received from him— 
That is, Major Mallett— 


would make a large book of itself. He was the personal and confidential friend 
of Riel, and, as such, made an appeal, first,to Secretary Bayard, and next to 
Grover Cleveland, on behalf of the unfortunate half-breed, both of which were 
unsuccessful. 

Further on he says: 


Major Mallett a year ago was an unfortunate applicant for promotion. After 


| the publication of my book, I sent three copies to the White House, and one to 


Secretary Bayard. Major Mallett has since then been promoted and removed to 


| the Indian service. 


He further says: 


Congressman GrEorGE W. E. Dorsey, from this district, knows me, also Sena- 
tor CHARLES F. MANDERSON. General MANDERSON is my personal friend of ten 
years’ standing. I refer you to these gentlemen. Goon, and meet the gratitude 
of Riel’s countrymen all over the land. 

The letter is written urging that an investigation be called for, and 
I have made personal inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, who in- 
forms me that this gentleman is a lawyer of high ability. In fact, his 
book demonstrates that he is an accomplished gentleman, and certainly 
well skilled in the matter of authorship. I understand him to be an 
entirely responsible gentleman, and a good lawyer, and I judge from 
the contents of the book that he is from my own State originally. I 
think I know his family connections, and, in fact, there can be no 
doubt that these allegations come from an entirely responsible source. 

It seems that Riel was the son of a French Canadian and an Indian 
mother. He was a half-breed and belongs to the class of inhabitants 
known as the Metisin Canada. Helived in Manitoba at the time when 
the Hudson Bay Company transferred its title, or quasi title, to the soil 
of Canada to the English Government, about 1869. Difficulties arose 
in regard to the position of the half-breeds who had become partially 
civilized, and this man Riel, I ought to say, was, as everything shows, 
an educated gentleman of great capacity, and vigor, and intelligence. 
The difficulties in reference to the soil arose in this way: The squatters 
were in occupation. They had made great improvements on their lands, 
which had become valuable. They had, after the fashion of the French 
occupants or habitans of Canada. laid out their lands with a pg@row 











frontage on the street, the social character of the habitans leading them 
to establish themselves as far as possible, even when engage d in agr 

cultural occupations, in little villages fronting upon the streets, whils 
the land in long narrow strips passed to the rear to the extent of their 
holdings. The Government, acquiring the Hudson Bay Company’ ., 
proceeded to survey the lands in different forms, largely disregarding 
the occupation and the improvements of the settlers, or wholly, per- 


haps, and laid them out after the fashion of our own country in quarter 
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sections, square portions of land. 

he half-breeds, many of whom were ignorant and unable to fol 
low their titles, had made seasonable application, they might perhaps 
ha ucceeded in getting the whole of the land which they had im- 
proved; but, as a rule, they were not informed, they failed to do thi 
and their occupation came to be disturbed by speculators and new 
tlers coming into the country. Disturbances arose in which these pco- | 


ple felt that they were fighting for their homes, and, as we all remem- 
ber, the sympathy of this whole country and, I think, of the whole 


world was with these unfortunate people. 
4 





in insurrection resulted. Of course it was suppressed. Mr. Riel 
left the country. A sentence of banishment, I think, was passed upon 
him. He came to the United Statesand located in Montana, where he 


lived for along time. Finally, difficulties again culminated about the 
year 1882 or 1883 in the same portion of Canada, Manitoba; and as he 
had formerly been a leader of his people, Louis Riel was, at the request 
of a deputation of his people, induced to go again to his former resi 
dence in Manitoba; and he undertook the management of this agita 
tion, which was designed to be a constitutional agitation for the estab- 
lishment of their rights, entirely loyal to the Government of Great 
Britain, though, of course, bringing them into collision with the au- 
thorities of Canada; and with that purpose the agitation proceeded. 





There was an entire failure to secure the equitable recognition, as 


these people claimed, of their rights by the Government of Canada, and 
force was made use of. General Middleton was sent into the territory 
with an overpowering force, and the resistance, which had assumed a 
forcible shape, was suppressed. Riel wascaptured. He was accused 
of high treason. He was executed on the 16th day of November, 1885. 

1 should have stated that after Riel’s banishment and his retirement 


to Montana, in this country, and after the expiration of the period or | 


term of his banishment, he applied for naturalization in one of the 


courts of Montana, and the decree of naturalization was made in due | 


form. He appears to have been a naturalized American citizen, if we 
ever had one, and I will call more specific attention to that matter a 
little further on. If I remember correctly, the decree of naturalization 
is dated in the year 1883. 

During the interim between the first and second insurrections Mr. 
Riel became insane. He was insane on the subject of the wrongs of his 
people. He came to conceive that he had a mission to perform for thei: 
liberation and a project in that direction which he was charged to carry 


out regardlessof allopposition. Various hardships and sufferings came 


to be inflicted upon him in the prosecution of his design, until finally | 


his mind became deranged and by the good offices of Major Mallett 
was returned to the province of Quebec and for some nineteen or twen 
months was under treatment in an asylum there for his insanity. | 
was afterwards discharged, supposed to have been cured, but when th« 
call to head the second agitation was made upon him and during the 
excitement which resulted his mind was supposed to have become again 
disturbed, and Major Mallett says, in several statements, that he has 
no doubt and believes that Louis Riel was insane at the time of his trial 
and of his execution. 

Something induced the jury to recommend him to mercy. None 
was extended, no interference was made on the part of our Govern- 
ment, although the American citizenship of this man seems to have 
been fully established, and it appears to me that, under all the pecu- 
liar circumstances of this case, it is a proper subject-matter for calling 
upon the Department for some sort of a reply. 

From the book I read the following, on page 38: 

Louis Riel was born October 22, 1844, at St. Boniface, Rupert’s Land, on the 
western bank of a small creek which runs into the Red River from the east, a 
little north of the site of the present city of Winnipeg. This stream is called after 
that historic river the Seine. The subject of this sketch was the son of Louis 
Riel, sr., and Julie de Lagimaudiere. The house in which the child was born 
was a small, one-story, straw-thatched, log structure, containing but a single 
room. A saw-mill now stands about 3 rods north the historic spot. Louis was 
the eldest of eleven children, five of whom, with the mother, survive him 


Louis Riel belonged to the ‘“* Metis” or half-breed race. 


He was what they 
call in northern New England a French Indian. 


I read these extracts without that logical arrangement, which per- 
haps should be made with reference to their subject-matter, but as | 
found them in the book. On page 64, speaking of Riel’s 
tion, and execution, I find this: 


Excessive toil, bitter disappointment, and galling poverty so wrought upon 
his sensitive nature that reason was dethroned. He had come to Washington 
with $1,000, the donation of a wealthy Canadian. Inthespace of several months 
he had given this, piecemeal, to a blind Italian beggar who sat daily in front of 
the Presbyterian Church on Ninth street. Thus was this high-minded and gen- 
erous patriot reduced at once to madness and penury in a strange city. But 
God provided a friend. Riel was possessed of the delusion that he must die for 
the salvation of hisrace. Major Mallett took forcible possession of his person. 
But finding him moncyless, he was compelled to borrow cash from Father 
Keane, now Bishop of Richmond, to move the unfortunate North, Riel re- 
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sympathy with what I told him; but he considered it a very grave matter to 
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rhese are the comments of this other author, who falls to the other 
view that although Riel was an American citizen, the American Gov- 
ernment had no right even to inquire, but must be approached with 
affirmative effort on the part of the person who needs the interference 
of his Government, that no matter how helpless he may be he must be 
Rble to set in motion the necessary machinery to reach the Department 
of State and the ear of the President and the executive power of this 
country, although he may be incarcerated and in acondition of the ut- 
most helplessness by reason of the undertaking tosubject him to wrongs 
in defiance of his American citizenship. That is the gist of the reso- 
lutions, the position alleged to be taken by the Government and justi- 
fied by this author, who is quoted in the book I cite from, that there 
must be this affirmative power on the part of the helpless and defense- 
less American citizen toreach his Government before that Government 
will even open its eye or listen to the complaint of the American citi- 
zen about to suffer death, and, as it is alleged, unjustly. 

This author goes on to say, in reference to the proposition laid down 
here of the interest of the party being sufficiently powerful to take 
care of himself and secure the intervention of his government: 


If this proposition was ever even the subject of serious debate since the foun- 
dation of the world, the writer is not aware of it. 


Further on in the book is a statement that eight years after his ban- 
ishment, and after the expiration of his five years’ term of banishment, 
he became an American citizen in March, 1883, by regular naturaliza- 
tion. 

This author goes on to say: 


‘ 


t will be contended herein that the Government should have interfered in 
the case of Riel. 

In describing the duty of the Government in a case like Riel’s the language 
of President Cleveland himself will be employed: 

rhe watchful care and interest of this Government over its citizens are not 
relinquished because they are gone abroad, and if charged with a crime com- 
mitted in the foreign land,a fair and open trial, conducted with a decent regard 
for justice and humanity, will be demanded for them.”’ 

‘Out of thy own mouth I judge thee.” 

Under this rule laid down by the President it was the duty of his Adminis- 
tration to interfere, for the following reasons: 

Virst. Riel was not guilty of any act which could be considered treason, when 
laying the question of citizenship entirely aside. 

Second, Riel was tried upon the theory that he was a citizen of Great Brit- 
ain, and not of the United States. 

Third, The question of the prisoner's sanity or insanity was never fairly suk- 
mitted to the jury. 

Fourth, There was misconduet of the court in instructing the jury. 

lifth. There was a variance between the indictment and the proof. 

These points are discussed at considerable length and with apparent 
proof that they may have been well founded. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask whether it has ever been known that this 
Government or any other government in the world has interposed to 
protect one of its citizens who has been or is being tried abroad with- 
out that question being raised by the person on trial, and without that 
person having applied to his government for its interposition? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ithinkit has, I do not remember anybody making 
application to the United States Government in the Koszta case, for 
instance; and the Senator must see, I think, that the greater the help- 
lessness, and the need of an American citizen, the less likely and the 
less competent and able he is to make application for relief from his 
government, 

1 think it is the business of the American Government, as it has 
always been the business of the British Government, to pay attention 
to complaints, to hold itself open to inquiry, and to make inquiry upon 
the slightest suggestion that American citizenship in its rights is being 
violated either at home or abroad. 

I do not say that this is a true charge, but the point of all thischarge 
is that this man being an American citizen, and the proof being offered 
of his American citizenship, of the irregularities attending his trial, of 
his innocence, his insanity, and all these allegations being offered from 
responsible sources to the President and the Secretary of State, they 
refused to inquire, refused to listen, and said the case must be made 
affirmatively by the party in need, or nothing could be done. 

The author says, on page 130: 

Il. Next Riel was tried upon the theory that he was a citizen of Great Britain 
and not of the United States. As before stated, the question of his citizenship 
was totally ignored after the motion for a continuance was disposed of. 

The indictment seemed to indicate that the court was prepared for 
either horn of the dilemma, either his being an American citizen tem- 
porarily in the British dominions, and so subject to British law, or a 
British subject in full, 
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The author proceeds: 

It may be contended— 

And I call the attention of the Senatot from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
to this, which I read from page 132— 

It may be contended on behalf of President Cleveland that,as Riel’s counsel 
never urged the question of his citizenship at the trial, and as he never himself 
petitioned the United States Government, the Government was justified in refus- 
ing to even examine into the question of hisnaturalization. 
for serious refutation. Such a rule would have left Martin Kosztato imprison- 
ment and death. If the Greeks of Homer had acted upon such a theory they 
would have been deaf to the *‘ groans and cries of Helen.” 

Then he goes on to cite many cases which may be of interest to those 
who care to pursue this subject further. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will say, as reference was made by the Senator to 
the case of Martin Koszta, that it is hardly a case, as I remember it, to 
be cited in support of the theory presented here. He certainly made 
known the fact of his American citizenship and asked the interposition 
of the American officers. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; Koszta was a Hungarian rebel, as I remember 
the circumstances, and in consequence of his participation in the insur- 
rection of 1848, to save his life he fled from Austria to America, and 
made declaration of his purpose to be naturalized. He was not natu- 
ralized, but he declared his purpose to become a naturalized citizen, 
and found his way back to European waters again, not Austrian, but 
I think it wasin the port of Smyrna, and there an Austrian man-of-war 
undertook his recapture and did secure his person and convey him on 
board an Austrian ship; but the American captaii, Ingraham, who was 
lying with his vessel in those waters at that tirne, learned of the cir- 
cumsfance and demanded the release of Koszta, without direct author- 
ity from his Government; but by virtue of the fact that he was an Amer- 
ican and in command of an American ship he undertook himself to in- 
terfere, without any formal application, when he found that the rights 
of one who had undertaken to become an American citizen were being 
endangered, and he demanded the delivery of Koszta to himself; which 
was refused. Heimmediately cleared his decks for action, and Austria 
surrendered him, and the whole world applauded his conduct. There 
was no application there, no contact with the Government at all. 

On page 149 will be found the record of Riel’s naturalization in the 
United States district court of the third judicial district of Montana: 


In the United States district court of the third judicial district of the Territory 
of Montana. 

Present: Hon. D. S. Wade, judge. 

In the matter of the application of Louis David Riel, an alien, to become a 
citizen of the United States of America. In open court, March term, A. D. 1883, 
this 16th day of March, A, D. 1883, as yet of said term. 


This name David, Riel adopted after he came to America. 
no question of the man’s identity. 


It appearing to the satisfaction of this court, by the oaths of E. L. Merrill and 
Levi Jerome, citizens of the United States of America, witnesses for that pur- 
pose, first duly sworn and examined, that Louis David Riel, a native of Canada, 
has resided within the limits and under the jurisdiction of the United States 
five years at least last past, and within the Territory of Montana for one year 
last past, and that during all of said five years’ time he has behaved as a man 
of good moral character, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the 
United States and well disposed to the good order and happiness of the same; 
and it also appearing to the court by competent evidence that the said applicant 
has heretofore, and more than two years since, and in due form of law, declared 
his intention to become a citizen of the United States, and having now here, be- 
fore this court, taken an oath that he will support the Constitution of the United 
States of America, and that he doth absolutely and entirely renounce and ab- 
jure ail allegiance and fidelity to every foreign prince, potentate, state, or sov- 
ercignty whatever, and particularly to Victoria, Queen of Great Britain, it is 
therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said Louis David Riel be, and 
he is hereby, actmitted and declared to be a citizen of the United States of 


America. 
D. 8S. WADE, Judge. 


This is too absurd 


‘There is 


Signature: Lovis DAvip RIg.L. 

Office of the clerk of the United States district court of the third judicial district 
of the Territory of Montana, ss: 

I, B. K. Tatem, clerk of the United States district court of the third judicial 
district of the Territory of Montana, said court being a court of record, having 
a common-law jurisdiction, and a clerk and seal, do certify that the above is a 
true copy of the act of naturalization of Louis David Riel, as the same appears 
upon the records of said court now in my office. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said court this 9h day of October, in the year of our Lord 1836, and in the year 
of our Independence the 111th, 

B.K. TATEM, Clerk. 


[SRAL. ] 

By C.G. REYNOLDS, Depu’y Clerk. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the date of the decree? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the 16th day of March, 1883. 

On page 151 of the appendix is the information or indictment upon 
which Riel was tried. 1 will not read it. 

The first count describes him as a subject of our lady, the queen, not 
regarding the duty of his allegiance, ete. The second count describes 
him in the same way. The fourth count opens as follows: 

4. And the said Alexander David Stuart further sayeth: That the said Louis 
Riel, then living within the Dominion of Canada, and under the protection of 
our sovereign lady, the queen, not regarding the duty of his allegiance, etc.— 

Evidently looking or squinting to the defense of his American citi- 
zenship, the phraseology in the other indictment speaking of him as the 
subject of our lady the queen, then as living in the Dominion of Can- 
ada and under the protection of our sovereign lady, the queen, and, 
of course, entitled to that protection,althongh an American citizen so 
long as he resided there temporarily and behaved himself as a citizen. 
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read from the statement of the president of the Canadian Lea 
United States, who has since this all happened been promoted t } 


position under this Government. 


Mr. MORGAN, The Senator will allow me to say that I do not 





derstand that to be a quotation from anything Mr. ard l o1 
wrote, 

Mr. BLAIR. This man um ikes to stat hat Mr urd 
said. Ido not undertake to say that he quotes Mr. Ba 1 ‘ 





Mr. PAYNE, is he? 
Mr. BLAIR. This is Major Mallet, who has been appointed toa 
prominent position in the Indian Department after charging the Gov- 
ernment, and the Government’s attention being called to it, with the 
utmost negligence and dereliction in its duty in not making ingui 
into the alleged wrong suffered by an American citizen. 

Mr. MORGAN. What office was he appointed to? 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis a prominent position; superintendent of Indian 
schools, or inspector of Indian schools. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was he confirmed by the Senate? 

Mr. BLAIR. I presume he was confirmed by the Senate. IH 
merly held a responsible position in the Treasury Department, a: 
have never heard anything against him. I understand he is a gent! 


1 
AY 
‘I 





man of the ve ry highest character, and I should like to know wheth 
he tells the truth, and that is why these resolutions were offered. 1 
Government undertake, after having had these matters brought to 
their attention, and three copies of this book being sent to the | lent 





and the Secretary of State, containing all these statements—a/ter al 
this had been developed and brought to their attention—these accusa- 
| harges made by this man, they indorse in the very 
st significant manner possible the witness who is making 
these serious and venomous charges against them, if they be untru: 
misunderstood—and I wish to be explicit upon 


and I must not 
that point, as in any way impeaching the testimony of Maj. Edmond 
Mallet. He is the head of the French-Canadian socicties of this coun 


try and is supposed to ] 


tions made, these ¢ 


highest an 














e, and in fact this author who brings t! 
matters to our attention speaks of him in high terms as a very accon 
plished, truthful, Christian gentleman. I take it he is, or he would 
not be holding this office. 

Mr. PAYNE. You say he has been appointed to office? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. There are about a million of French Cana- 
dian citizens in the United States; and I submit we are not going to per- 
mit those men, after they become naturalized, to be hanged for nothing 
in Canada, without inquiring of foreign powers, when brou to 
the attention of the Government of the United States that they hav 
been wrongfully accused; that they are in a condition mind i 
ble of committing crime, and that even due process of law ha 
violated in trying their case. I know those people have not had 
the advantages of Americ: i iship, but there are a great mat 
telligent, cultivated, and eminent gentlemen among them; and : 
whole population, I believe there is as much of hope in t! 
dian population as in any of immigration which seeks our shores, 
Sut to proceed at the point where I was interrupted: 
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of State in behalf of said Ric], prior to his execution, requesting inquiry into the 
circumstances of his case, his alleged citizenship of the United States, and whether | 
the proceedings in his case had been according to due process of law, and whether 
there had been a full, fair, and sufficient trial thereof, including the presentation 
of the fact of his citizenship, and especially of the proof of his insanity, with 
which he had previously been afflicted, and for which he had been long con- 
fined, undergoing treatment therefor in an asylum for insane persons, and from 
which there was alleged to be strong proof of his being afflicted when the events 
occurred for which he was charged with treason, as aforesaid; also what action, 
if any, was taken by this Government in the premises to secure a new trial or 
mitigation of the punishment of the said Riel, together with copies of all papers, 
letters, documents, and correspondence bearing upon the subject-matter; also 
to inform the Senate whether the said Mallett was at the time of his said alleged 
application in the employ of the Treasury Department of thisGovernment, and 
if so, whether since the rejection of «aid application, or the neglect and refusal 
of this Government to inquire into the case of said Riel (if said application was 
rejected and said inquiry was neglected and refused to be made), said Mallett 
has been promoted or appointed to other and more responsible and lucrative 
service under this Government, and if so, to what service, together with any 
other facts relating to the subject-matter of the trial and execution of said al- 
legwed American citizen Riel by the authorities of the Dominion of Canada, 

And whereas the said Edmund Mallett, under his hand, in a letter dated at 
Washington, D. C., August 24, 1885,and widely published in the press and sup- 
posed to have been communicated to the President and to the Secretary of 
State, alleged in reference to his interviews with the President and the Secre- 
iary of State that the Government refused to inquire into said case, except upon 
the condition following (among others), to wit, the condition contained in 
these words: “* First. The American Government will not take the initiative 
in examining into Riel’s citizenship or the rights thereunder,”’ with other mat- 
ter, showing, if true, gross neglect and indifference to the rights of an Ameri- 
can citizen when in extreme need of the protection of his Government, being 
without means, deprived of liberty, and about to be executed by a foreign na- 
tio Therefore, 
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Resolved, further, That the President be requested to inform the Senate | 


whether the aforesaid allegation of the refusal of this Government to institute 
inquiry intothe case of said Riel upon the statements and petitions of the said 
Edimund Mallett and others is true, and if the same be not true, whether the said 
Mallett has ever withdrawn or retracted the same, and, if he still adheres to the 
same, for what reason the said Mallett, since making such public charges against 
this Government, has been appointed to a responsible and lucrative position in 
the public service, requiring a high order of ability and of personal integrity for 
the proper discharge of the duties thereof; and if the above charge of the said 
Mallett be or be not true, whether the President or the Secretary of State had 
knowledge thereof and of the contents of acertain book entitled ** The Blood of 
Abel,’’ written by one Wilbur F. Bryant, and published in the year 1887, prior to 
the said appointment of said Mallett, which said book relates to the case of the 
said Riel, and contains the aforesaid and other letters and statements of the said 
Mallett, with much other like evidence and allegations of fact charging this 
Government with gross and inexcusable negligence in the care and defense of 
the rights of an American citizen when in foreign parts and about to suffer an 
infamous death without cause. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascoin the chair). The hour of 
2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, 

Mr. BLAIR. I will just say, if permitted, in regard to this matter 
ihat, as the resolutions are long, I do not ask that they go direct to the 
President without being considered by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations if that be thought to be the more judicious way. I only wish 
the matter to be inquired into in that way which to the committee may 
seem to be the most appropriate and the most thorough, for it concerns 
deeply the honor of the Government and it ought not to be, and I do 
not wish it to be, considered as a partisan matter at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will move to refer the resolutions to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ] is entitled to the floor. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know whether there is any desire on the part 
of any one to say anything. I think in a matter of this complexity it 
will be better that the resolutions should go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations for examination before proceeding further; but, of 
course, it is a matter in the hands of the Senate. I am personally in- 
different as to what course is taken with them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the resolutions go to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama, the resolutions will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my friend from New York to yield to me. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I be indulged to say one thing? 1 suggest that 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, if they have any doubt at all on 
the subject, be empowered to send for persons and papers. I can give 
them some information if it shall become necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee will consider that. 

WIDOW OF CHIEF-JUSTICE WAITE. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam authorized and instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to report without amendment the bill (S. 3621) 
for the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morrison R. 
Waite the balance of a year’s salary; and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas objects. 
The bill will go to the Calendar. 
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Mr. COKE subsequently said: I desire to say that I was out of the 
Chamber when the bill was reported by the chairman of the Judiviary 
Committee for the relief of Mrs. Waite. I wish to make the state- 
ment now that I would have made then had I been here. I voted 
against that bill in committee, and shall vote against it in the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair informs the Senator that 
the bill has gone to the Calendar. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGr], who is 
seated just behind me, also voted against the bill in committee. 


LIGHT-HOUSES, LIGHT-SHIPS, ETC. 


Mr. PALMER. The Senator from New York kindly gives way that 
I may make some reports. I aminstructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report back the bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of 
the Light-House Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, Cal- 
ifornia, and ask that the Senate conferees be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration thereof. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. PALMER. I now move that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment to that bill, which will leave it just as it came from the House of 
Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It wiil be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. As there are several of these bills, for the informa- 
tion of the Senate I will state that the amendments refer to the appro- 
priation. The bills came over here from the House of Representatives 
with a limit fixed. The Senate merely made the appropriation with 
seach bill. The conferees can not ve gotten together now after a con- 
ference has been asked, and on that ground I am instructed to report 
the bill back and move that the Senate recede from its amendments so 
that bills can be passed as they come from the House. I now report 
the several bills which are in the position I have indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The same order will be made in each 
case in the absence of objection. The titles of the bills will be reported 
by the Secretary. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house 


| and fog-signal on Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California. 


Mr. DOLPH. I suggest whether it ought to appear that these bills 
are reported from the Committee on Commerce or reported by the Sen- 
ate conferees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair understands this comes in 


| as a report from the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. DOLPH. I think the record will show that these bills are in 
the hands of a conference committee. I do not profess to be so well 
informed as to know precisely how the bills got before the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. I consulted with the President of the Senate in re- 
gard to this, and he regarded the modus operandi as being perfectly 
proper. The conferees have consulted with other members of the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conferees will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is clearer than that any motion which brings 
the two Houses together takes precedence of all other motions in refer- 
ence to any bill pending. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator did not understand my proposition. 1 
think the REcoRD shows that the House has non-concurred in the 
amendments and asked a conference, or that the Senate asked a confer- 
ence and it was granted by the House? Those bills were sent to a 
conference committee. Now the Senator from Michigan says he re- 
ports them from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. As I understand the parliamentary law, no matter 
where a bill is, any motion that brings the two Houses together takes 
precedence of all other motions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not raising a question as to precedence. Iam 
raising the question as to whether the record should show that these 
bills are reported back from the Committee on Commerce or whether 
it should not be by a motion, without any report, by the chairman of 
the Senate conferees to discharge the conferees from the further consid- 
eration of the bills. It was only to get the record straight, so as not 
to show that the bills were reported by the Committee on Commerce 
when they are not before that committee, that I ventured to interpose. 

Mr. PALMER. Under the circumstances of the case, I imagine, as 
long as the conferees of the Senate are included in those who recom- 
mend this course, there can be no doubt as to its practical operation, 
whatever may be the technical distinction to be observed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan that the conferees be discharged, and that the Sen- 
ate recede from its amendments to each bill. That order will be en- 
tered in each case. The titles of the bills will be reported. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Grand Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship with a steam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 
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A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
Carolina; 

A hill (Hf. 5700) to facilitate the eo lif ne and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink ligh in the State of 
New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The same order l be entered in 
each case. 

ALIEN MINING CORPORATIONS IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to A ind Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. STEWART, October 3, 188%, re 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to:} 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be instructed to ascertain 
and report to the Senate at the beginning of the next session of Congress the 
number of aliens, foreign companies, and corporations owning or working 
mines in the Territories of the United States, together with the length of time 
they have been so engaged, the amount of capital invested by them in mining 


ope rations, as near as practicable, the amount of dividends paid, and theamount 
of money expended by them in such mining operations, and what effect the 
owning and operating of mines by aliens, foreign companies, and corporat 
has had upon the growth and prosperity of the Territories; and for that pur 
pose the committe 
times and places as it may deem proper, and employ such clerical assistance : 
may be necessary. The expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


PURCHASE OF SEEDS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to lit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. HAWLEY September 20, 1888, reported it 
with an amendment, after the word ‘ oaths,”’ to insert *‘ also to em- 
ploy a stenographer;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture is instructed to inquire and re- 
port concerning the purchase of seeds for distribution by the seeds division of 
the Department of Agriculture, and for that purpose it shall have power to send 
for persons and papers and administer oaths, also to employ a stenographer. 


The expenses of said inquiry shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee, 


ons 


As 


Aw 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MRS. FANNIE PEARSON, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senz ute, to whom was referred the fol- | 


25, 1888, re 


and it was considered by unanimous con 


lowing resolution, submitted by Mr’ Davis September 
ported it without amendment; 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the “‘ miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate,’ to Mrs, Fannie Pearson, widow of Granville L. Pearson, dec« i, 
late a session laborer of the Senate, the sum of $360, being an amount equal to 
six months’ salary at the rate per annum allowed by la uw to the laborer afore 
said; said sum to be considered as inetmding funeral expenses and al! other al- 
lowances, 

COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL LIBRARY ACCOMMODATIONS. 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. Voornrers October , Te- 
ported it without amendment: 


3, 1888 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the | 


Library of Congress be, and it is hereby, authorized to sit during the coming 
recess of Congress, and any necessary expenses shall be paid out of the ec 
gent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution will go to the Calen- 
dar. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New York kindly yields to me 
to allow me to ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the a 
bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Wh 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, 
the end of line 16, to insert: 

And there shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for his examination a1 
approval a design and drawing of the bridge, and a map of the location 
ing, for the space of 1 mile above and | mile below the proposed location, the 
topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, 
the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, ac- 
curately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or 
bridges, and all other information required. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, 


building of 


in section 1, after the word ‘‘built,’’ at 


] 


line 4, after the word ‘‘ Wis- 
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e, or any subcommittee thereof, may hold its sessions at such | 
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cousin, » insert ‘‘ and approved by t Se Wa 8 ) 
ike the section read 
Ss 2 Phat said La ¢ sse and M ~ iB < 
| 1 the right to charge a < ect s ib t 
| a mt | rited bs the la Minnesota W l 
Secretar} an War. 
i The amendment was : ed to 
The next amendmen 3 to sti out yn | \ 
| words 
Sec. 6. That t act sha ike « iL be f 
sage. 
} The amendment was agreed to. 
| , . 
| The bill was reported to the Senate as amende id t é nts 
j 
| were conc urred in. 
| The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and thi il to 


read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE REVENt LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 


sidera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simpilly the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue 

Mr. HISC( CK. Mr. President, in view of the policy outlined in the 
President’s message and the professions in his letter of acceptance in 
connection with the provisions of House bill 9051, known as the ‘* Mills 
bill,’’ it is just to criticise him and the recent attempts of his party to 
explain away and misrepresent the effect and purpose of the bill which 
they claim is calculated to benefit rather than injure American labor 


and capital. 
Our people have always 


imported largely of those goods produced 


here, but in quantities insufficient for their consumption, and from the 
first agitation of a tariff for protection to the present time the oppo 
nents of that system have urged that the customs duties were added 
not only to the cost of the goods imported, but also the price of the 


corresponding articles we produced. 

That has been peculiarly the sophism of the American free-trader, 
and though successfully disproved by Hamilton and by writers and 
statisticians since his time it nevertheless occasionally transpires that a 
new or fresh champion will rush into the arena of debate and parade 
the dogma with all the airs and consequence of a discoverer of some 
new and startling truth, destined to solve a great economic 
and the President, the latest of all, indorses to the people of the coun 


question; 














try this old American free-trade argument. 

Were this exploded fallacy true, the President should not only urge 
but resort to every constitutional method to remove the oppression. 
Revolutionary methods, if necessary, would be approved by the people 
for the destruction of the system. If this sophism were true, the ; 
tective system would never have been adopted, or ifadopted, after a bi 

| period the people without distinction of party would have demanded 
| abandonment. 

Mr. RoGER Q. MILLS, in a late magazine article discuss protee- 
tion, declares: 

And the time will come when all the people w re to see this! iess 
re m—a darker evil than that of slavery—eliminated from the land. It is a 

irker evil, for while the Southern system of unrequited toil enslaved the acks, 

system is reducing white labor to slavery, and we revenue reformers or 
traders, if we may be so called, are making our fight for our own : 
se misery keeps pace with our prosperity, and we can measure our 
! ss, not only by the palaces of millionaires, but by the huts and ! S 
op ssed labor. 

if Mr. MILs was right—if it were a darker evil than that of slavery— 
we would not now be discussing the merits of his bill; the oppressed 
country would not have waited the slow progress of his party for th« 
last twenty years, but would have contested the question with the 

‘barons’’ by the heroic and patriotic methods which ‘eliminated 
| slavery from the land. 

I can not consume time in computing the cost in treasure to th 
(American consumers were it a fact that the percentage of duty upon 
the goods we import are added as well to the price of the similar goods 

| produced here. The amount, I assume, which would have been exacted 
under the system, were that true, as has been boldly asserted by M 
Thurman, would be far greater than the present aggreg rate we alth of 
our people. Why, then, has not that wealth been exha sted und 

| people become beggars and bankrupts, instead of | ig been 1 

7 it the wealthiest upon the globe; and where is t misery and where 

’ | the hovels and huts described by the d eman from 

| Texas? 

I assume the President was not so disingenu to refer to an hour 
a day, or even a year in speaking of the effect « s approved eco 
nomic system, but of its defects a policy for 1 country, and was 

| warning the people against its ex ym br ns. If | ( 
rect, our protective system is a criminal injustice, and unless he is mis 
taken it would long before this have impoverished our peopleand made 
a n the poorest and most degraded upon the« . Our vi ! 
| cities would now be but aggregations of the ‘‘huts and ho that 
| Mr. MILLS sees only in imagination, and iltural area would 
| have been unreclaimed, unsubdued, and unpeopled | zed man, 
| There must be either some error in the do indorse, ez else 
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there are countervailing benefits they have not discovered or imparted 


to 
Lut the President says he does not mention the fact ‘*to discredit the 
system. 
ld have made his statement to discredit the system of protection 
to sound the alarm until (were he right) the bur- 


f affering and long-enduring people; 


agen Snouia ve removed irom lou 
‘ : | } ld } 
Lnational ev should be ret 


divine 





ordained—one after death to be canonized. 





tended our system of internal commerce, has paid the pensions to out 
| soldiers, and which has given a more general and higher education to 
| our people, and increased beyond that of any other era or stage of our 


If he thoroughly believed the old fallacy he indorsed, he | 


died: when he would be hailed | 


National existence the comforts and luxuries of life, and has contrib- 


uted in a greater degree to individual wealth and earnings. There 
has been no complaint of burdensome taxation or excessive prices ex- 
cept in Democratic speeches, messages, and letters of acceptance. 





We have become a self-supporting, self-defen r Nation, with a pop- 


| ulation of 60,000,000 people, possessed of the resources, education, and 


| capacity. 


skill requisite for their happiness and for the 
national progress and prosperity. The welfare and advancement of 
each individual is limited only by his energy and mental and physical 
Our Government with its protective policy has and will ac- 
complish for each citizen all that any human Government ever has or 


|; Can. 


l‘or nearly a century we have practically demonstrated that the effect | 
of protection upon national industries by & country possessed of the raw 
material sufficient for the finished product which its people consume | 
(or grown upon the earth then adapted to the climate and the soil), 
to the extent of equalization with more favored conditions elsewhere | 
in respect to cheaper labor or cheapercapital, has been and will be to in- 
crease the volume of the product in the market and to depress and | 


cheapen its price; it is a stimulation to, and increases the competition 
which forces prices downward. 
Price depends upon consumption and supply, and protection increases 


supply to so marked a degree and forces the price so low that it would 
} 


| 


be ruinous to producers, except for the increase in consumption. If the | 


goods are a necessity, convenience or luxury to man, a lower price | 


enables him to increase their uses, thus adding to his comfort or pleas- 
ure. 
new 


uses when made possible on account of their cheapened cost. 


| 


Again the product of the mechanical industries are applied to | 
Es- | 


pecially is this true with respect to iron and steel for building and fenc- | 


ing, resulting in a great saving to farmers and builders. 

The facts need not be fortified by statistics, I have a right to appeal 
to observation. Sugar illustrates the argument. The protection af- 
forded by the German and French Governments to the beet-sugar indus- 
tries of those countries has doubled the product of the world, forcing 
the price to the lowest point known. This is also true not only as to 
iron and steel goods, but equally so with respect to cotton and woolen 
fabrics, manufactures of wood, chemicals, and confectionery. There is 
not, I believe, an exceptional line of manufactured articles in use by 
man that is not to-day at the lowest price in the history of the mar- 
ket. 

In these ‘‘latter days ”’ political writers and economists have searched 
for the cause of the great depression in prices which all have recognized, 
and they have found it largely due to the increased production in the 
‘* protected countries,’’ and it has also resulted, as they have learned, 
that other countries have cheapened the cost of production, corre- 
spondingly increasing their volume, and doubtless the smaller percent- 
age of profit wpon the larger volume of business has equaled, if not 
exceeded, the profits upon the smaller but more expensive product. 

The last ten or fifteen years have been remarkable for the constantly 
decreasing cost of production, and our Republican administrations en- 
forcing the policy and system of protection have been the chief and 
most important force in this successful war upon high prices. r 

The President and our Democratic friends must have observed this. 
Possibly partisanship may have impaired the mental vision of the 
friends, but some other reason should be found for the President pro- 
claiming and indorsing in a campaign document the old worn-thread- 
bare fallacy. 

I am quite aware that I ‘have been thrashing old straw—I believe 
nothing new can be suggested on the tariff question—but the letter of 
neceptance justified me. 

We are all aware of the reasons which vindicate the protection to our 
industries, even thongh there follow temporarily an advance in the price 
of foreign goods we import. They are the rapid decline in the values 
of both foreign and domestic goods; the diversification of labor, afford- 
ing opportunity for all to apply themselves to those industries best 
suited to their physical ecnditions and mental capacities; the distribu- 
tion of labor so that too many workers are not compelled to follow a 
single industry, overburdening it and so increasing the product as to 
render it unremunerative; the increased mental activity and higher 
education rendered necessary to engage in mechanical industries, 
mining and transportation, and their business management and adminis- 
tration; the enhanced value of our raw materials, and the develop- 
ment of our National resources. 

Against a possible temporary increase in the price of imported goods 
to consumers— if advanced at all—I point to our forests made valuable 
by the mechanical industries that shape their wood into form for a 
thousand uses; to the iron ore which would be worthless if the Amer- 
ican mechanic did not and could not adapt it to the wants of man; to 
our coal denosits, indispensable for supplying fuel for our manufactur- 
ing industries and transportation, practically valueless without them; 
to our vast system of railroads which are supported from the transpor- 
tation of our natural products; but above all, to the increased value of 
our otherwise unproductive territory, transformed into great States 
by agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

Against these totals place the occasional temporarily increased cost 
to the consumers, which the President exaggerates and deplores, and 
we will find to the credit of the Republican system of protection that 
grand sum which defrayed the expensesof our civil war, which has 
nearly extinguished the public debt, which has maintained and ex- 


No wonder the President supplements his statement of belief in the 
old sophism that protection so greatly increases prices by the remark 
that his statement was not made ‘‘todiscredit thesystem.’’ But here 
we have the peculiarity of Democratic argument. An assertion that, 
were it true, would prove protection a monstrosity in government— 
made for effect in the November election—is followed by a disclaimer 
of hostility to it. This is equaled by the professions of a desire to 


| make our labor more remunerative, and at the same time advocating 


the abandonment of the best market in the world for a competitive 
share in the poorest as the surest way to accomplish the object. 

The issue is fairly joined by the two great political parties, and free 
trade or protection will be the American policy after March, 1889. 
Neither subterfuge nor new confessions of faith will conceal or obscure 
the real question. 

Democratic orators in the manufacturing States are attempting to 
shift their ground and conceal the purpose of their party; but the offi- 
cial utterances of the President, the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, emphasized by the Mills bill, which was indorsed by the 
Democratic national convention and passed the House of Representa- 
tives by a strict party vote, leave no doubt whatever as to the true posi- 
tion of the Demecratic party upon the great economic question. 

The history of the Republican party, its platforms, and, above all, 
the bill reported to the Senate as a substitute for the Mills bill, leaves 
no doubtas to the position of that party. The Democracy has declared 
for free trade and for the destruction of our National industries. We 
havea home market composed of 60,000,000 consumers of the products 
of ouragriculture, and the goods made by ourmanufacturing industries. 
The Republican party has resolved to preserve that market for our 
people, and Democracy with equal resolution proposes free competition 
with foreign capital and foreign workmen. 

It is the same question that divided the North and South, and in- 
cited a bloody and expensive war, and the division is on the same agri- 
cultural and geographical lines. It is another great struggle on the 
part of our Southern friends for cheap and degraded labor and against 
the industrial system of our Northern States; as Mr. MILLS said, ‘‘a 
darker evil than that of slavery.”’ 

There are several causes which have tended to increase the value of 
labor for the last twenty years in this country. The two most promi- 
nent are the manufacturing indusffies of the North and the abolition 
of slavery in the South. Democracy acquiesced in the latter, but is 
now making its final struggle for the destruction of the former. 

We havea country extending over nearly one hundred degrees of lon- 
gitude and from the frozen north to the borders of the tropics, rising 
in altitude from the shores of two oceans to pastures 7,000 feet above 
the sea, suited to the production of nearly everything necessary to feed 
and clothe human beings. Its fruits, grains, vegetables, and textile 
fibers supply the raw material for the necessities and luxuries of life. 
Our forests abound in those woods adapted to and that can be easily 
fashioned for all the uses of man, and are so distributed in great abun- 
dance over the whole area that with our facilities for transportation the 
cost when fashioned is a labor cost alone. 

Nearly every chemical product required either forits medicinal quali- 
ties, for use in manufacturing, or for decoration, is found in our country 
and scattered throughout our States and Territories so profusely that 
competition as to price is assured. We are supplied with iron ore and 
coal from our own mines in an abundance that insures competitive 
prices in both; the farming area of our country has a capacity over and 
above the needs of our home consumption more than sufficient to sup- 
ply the deficiencies in Europe. Our nation of 60,000,000 people with 
its boundless resources the Democratic party insist shall not be seli- 
supporting or self-sustaining, but shall depend on other nations and 
the people of other countries to weave the fabrics our people wear and 
to grow the wool in them, to manufacture the furniture and otherwise 
fashion the woods they use, and to produce the iron and steel they con- 
sume in its various manufactured forms, leaving hidden, undeveloped, 
and valueless our vast beds of ore. More than this, our agriculture 
is now encountering sharp competition with the products of India, 
Australia,the Argentine Republic,and other South American countries, 
and Democracy threatens in its crusade for cheap labor to impoverisk 
our home market. 

Thereare about five hundred paragraphs in the Mills bill relating to 
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enumerated articles in the d le schedule of our present 
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assured by our Democratic friends that they could be reduced 
UUU,000 or more. 

Both sides concede that a reduction can be made and in ab the 
same amount, still leaving a suflicient revenue to pay the interest on 
the public debt, the pensions to soldiers, and for the administration oi 
the Government; therefore the question of the amount of taxation 
not involved in the discussion, but that of lessening 1 
consumers and the manner in which the reduction shall be made is in 
volved in the controversy. 

Both parties propose to raise a large proportion of our revenues from 
customs levied upon imports; and I maintain that independent o! 
incidental benefits claimed for protection it is a matter of no conse- 
quence to the American consumer or tax-payer whether the c 
duties are levied and collected on four hundred articles which enter 
equally into general use here and that will be produced in this coun 
try (if the labor cost is equalized with that of Europe and India) in 
sufficient quantities to supply our wants, or upon one-half of that { 
hundred, the other half being placed on the free-list. The burden ot 
taxation is not lightened by either policy. 

My argument is that, independent of the incidental prot 
the tariff may afford, it is not of the slightest benetit to the consume 
or tax-payers whether our revenues are raised by a protective tariff u 
one-half of the dutiable goods now in general use and so low ratesimpos 
upon the other half as to surrender our market to the importers alto- 
gether. 

The Southern cotton-planter, I assume, uses both the agricultural 
implements and the cotton-ties. How is his burd« 
duty is distributed upon the steel of both or placed wholly uj 
and why would the burden of taxation alone be increased if 
of the duty should all be placed upon one and a prohibitory tariff in 
posed upon the other? Manufactures of iron and steel ai 
generally by the American people, and it is fair to say that outside ot 
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sutlery and a few other articles for personal use, from the steam engine | 


and the steel rail to the sewing-needle, directly or indirectly, the tax 
ation imposed is borne by the tax-pavers and consumers of the country, 
and in about the proportion they use them or depend upon the in 
tries in which they are employed. 

How then is the tax increased or made more 
upon all steel goods in popular or general use than on 
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be so arranged as to insure an unequal distribution of taxation npon | 
calities; if there are any articles used exclusively in one portion of the 
country, as cotton-ties in the cotton States, then to plac mu 
the free-list wowld be a dishonest discrimination in favo! that 
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right there so that it may goin in this place? I perceive that the ma- 

jority of the Committee on Ways and Means which made up that bil! 

is composed of Democrats from Confederate States in the proportion o! 
Democrats from Confederate States to two from Northern States. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the Senator from New York will allow me, I de- 
sire to inquire in which class he puts the States of Maryland, West 
Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. 1 will say in reference to that that these products 
are largely in the North outside of those States. lhe comparison I 
speak of here, however, is between the Confederate States and the others. 

Mr. REAGAN. The aggregate, then, will embrace the States ot 
Maryland, West Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

A word in reference to Texas. Perhaps it is proper that I should 
make this statement in view of the expression I shall quote from the 
remarks of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke]. We will take the 
products of Texas on this list. They are: 

Brick and tile Saidictan tibia wen den ataveete cceseveere 9448, 418 
Carriages and WAons ............sccs0eseseree jevteivkedonie satnabietisees 301, 800 
RA, CIE coinpitntensssecebasccsesense Va ne 
Lumber, sawed pandeiecdipthesskintsnubewnnawie : . j . 2,673, 449 
Oil, cotton-seed, and cake ......... shes = 276, 450 
Sash, doors, and blinds i iainaee ae aapiadialeaes 416, 500 
Foundry and machine-shop products ... phinsusonaeneotoonnse 532,778 
‘Tin-ware, copper-ware, and shect-iron ware enesmvuenenpence se 491,420 

Of the products of those industries I have indicated Texas contrib- 
uted $5,597,415 in value only. 

Something has been said in respect to the constitution of the com- 
mittee that reported the House bill. Texas was most prominently 
represented there, and the share she has had in the formulation of the 
bill it is unnecessary for me to refer to. 

I think Arkansas, as one of her Representatives was so prominent in 
the formation of the bill, should be meutioned. That State mani- 
festly should indicate the policy that should control or shape this coun- 
try in respect to manufactures and protection. I have searched through 
this list and I find that Arkansas contributed of those products in 
sawed lumber $1,793,848 worth, and oil, cotton-seed, and cake, $590,000 
worth, making $2,383,848 in value as her total manufacture of the 
products I have indicated. And Arkansas will be potential in shaping 
the financial or the economic policies of the Government if the House 
bill is accepted by the country. 

A representative of Tennessee has had something to do with the 
House bill. Tennessee made of brick and tile a little more than half 
a million dollars’ worth; of carriages and wagons a little more than a 
million dullars in value; of foundry and machine-shop products a little 
more than a million dollars’ worth. She furnished some lumber, some 
cotton goods, and the aggregate of her contribution to the volume which 
I have given is valued at $12,068, 481. 

West Virginia speaks through this same bill. The Senator from 
Texas has inquired whether she was represented in the list to which I 
have calied attention. She is to the extent of having contributed 
$5,385,296 in manufactured goods. 

Georgia, I think, hasdone better than the others, for her people make 
some cotton goods, and with her cotton manufactures the aggregate is 
$15,083,046. 

Kentucky contributed to moreitems upon the list than any other of 
the Southern States, and the total of her manufactures in these lines of 
goods (I do not speak of her whisky) amounts to $18,156,335. Ihave 
them aggregated together, so that I can give the figures here. The 
measure which was forced through the House and in favor of which 
the Democracy pronounce in the Senate was formulated by gentlemen 
who represent the States named, and by those gentlemen alone, I may 
say, for they had the control of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

They aggregate as follows: 

Texas.. $5, 597, 415 
Georgia.......... canes 6pdb0 ahead cnasienbontbabeumete --» 15,083, 046 
Kentucky ...... hblanae = 18, 156, 385 
Tennessee = ... 12,068, 481 
West Virginia - -» 5,385, 286 
Arkansas........ shachbpavedaneneel uid bineiainanuionntans 2, 383, 848 

Total 58, 674, 461 

These States contributed of the manufactured goods enumerated in 
the schedule to which I have referred the value of $58,674,461 out of 
an aggregate of $1,867,857,392, and these Representatives assume to 
speak for the industries of the country, to shape our economical policy 
and to provide the markets for the wage-army employed by the capital 
invested in manufacture. 

We have heard it statedin this Chamber, and it has been shouted all 
over thecountry, that the Mills bill was not a free-trade measure, that 
it only reduced the present protection 6or 7 percent. That statement 
is untrue, and unless made by one ignorant of the facts, was intended 
to deceive. It is easy enough to make a bill—the House of Repre- 
sentatives has made one—which will show an average reduction of only 
6 or 7 per cent. in the duties upon those articles as to which duties are 
reduced, but which will in effect practically open our market to free 
foreign commerce. 

The average reduction of the ad valorem rate of duty under the Mills 
bill is ascertained by finding what per cent. the amount collected un- 
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der the present law on certain dutiable goods would be on their foreign 


} value, and the per cent. the less amount collected under the rates of 
| the Mills bill would be on the foreign value, assuming that importa- 


tions would not be increased. Theditierences, Mr. MrLuis claims, would 
he the average reduction. Therefore if the difference in the two rates 
upon onearticle is small, its importations large—as in the case of sugar— 
and the importations of the others comparatively small, with a large 
reduction of rates, still the sugar will hold up the average reduction; 


, and this trick (I withdraw the word ‘‘trick’’) has been perpetrated. 


The high ad valorem rate upon sugar with its large importations makes 
the average percentage of reduction upon all to appear small; but the 
protection upon the other articles would be practically removed, for 
the purpose of protection. 

But omitsugar and the liquors, wines, tobacco, and silks (upon which 
the rates are not changed) imported from the calenlations and the av- 
erage reduction of the present duties upon American manufactured arti- 
cles in the dutiable-list in the Mil!s bill will be from 40 per cent. to 
50 per cent. 

In sugar, above all other importations, the duty is added to the price 
and without any compensatory benefits, for the reason that we do not 
have a competitive production here to force the foreign price down; 
and it is not the desire of the people, the tax-payers, the farmers, me- 
chanics, and merchants that this burden should be levied upon a neces- 
sity in every home to the end that the American market may be opened 
to foreign goods, rivals of those of American manufacture. The sugar 
industry, however, was available to hold up the per cent. of average 
protection to American industries, but the tatal reduction proposed can 
not be concealed or escape scrutiny. 

I will not refer to the gentlemen responsible for the Mills bill or to 
the States they represent, but I have a right to complain that section- 
alism inspired them, and I denounce the National Convention that in- 
dorsed the measure and the candidates who approved the platform and 
accepted its nomination as committed to a monstrosity in sectional leg- 
islation. 

I would prefer that the issues between the two parties should not be 
sectional, but that can not now beavoided. It has been forced upon Re- 
publican speakers to warn and organize the people against the sectional 
measure these new masters would impose upon the country. We are 


justified in referring to the conditions that would largely follow their 


attainment of the object, end, and purpose they are striving for, and to 
invite a comparison between the South and the North and contrast the 
economic policies of the two sections. 

I recognize the fact that the South emerged from a civil war devas- 
tated and prostrated by it, and compelled to adapt herself to another 
and better civilization, and to build upon free and paid labor as the 
foundation for wealth and prosperity. Her laboring class now, as be- 
fore the war, as I have said, is the negro, and it is most unfortunate 
that Southern labor is denied political rights. Contempt for, and es- 
sentially a proprietorship in, the black man are at the bottom of it all. 
In a condition of political servitude, the negro has no power to compel 
deference or respect, and therefore we see a solid South—solid at least 
as to that portion of it which votes—making, I hope, its last great strug- 
gle to degrade labor. 

We occasionally hear that the new South would welcome Northern 
capital and Northern enterprise, but I confess that in the present situa- 
tion I recognize hostility to both, and a sullen determination from the 
South to continue a prosecution of undiversified agriculture; to hold 
the labor in a state of political servitude and in a condition of peonage; 
and if they are successful the immigration which seeks cheap Jand to 
build homes upon and add to its value by imprevements will be 
checked, if not entirely turned backed. Villages and cities will not 
be vitalized or made prosperous by mechanical industries promoted by 
Northern capital or enterprise. 

‘Lhe gentiemen who are responsible for and guiding this most unwise 
policy have again invaded the North and witness her growth and 
wealth and advancing prosperity, but without profit. They seem to be 
imbued with the spirit of a generation or two before them, which re- 
treated before the advancement of civilization. 

They are now North addressing political meetings largely composed 
of our highest type of manhood, the mechanics and farmers who gov- 
ern our Commonwealth. Those audiences should create in patriotic 
hearts a desire to multiply the constituencies which compose them, 
and extend into and over the New South our Northern industries, I 
might properly say Northern civilization. 

The policy of proscription and war on wages may continue for a pe- 
riod, but never again will be aided, in my opinion, by Northern elect 
oral votes. 

The President claims that his policy, as illustrated wy the Mills bill, 
would increase our foreign trade. With whom, pray, and in what? 
In the agricultural products? Of many of those I grant we now pro- 
duce a surplus and have the capacity to largely increase. It has been 
claimed that its price is established by the foreign market, but that is 
not true as to our home consumption. _ Its price is made ina large and 
valuable home market, in the cities and manufacturing centers that are 
supplied and fed by the country adjacent to them. These home-mar- 
ket prices are protected naturally by the cost of transportation from 
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more remote neighborhoods, and largely by reason of the perishab!] 
character of the products, while the foreign market controls the pri 
of the surplus we send to it. Of our edible products we export less tha 


G per cent. of our production; and let me briefly trace the history of t 
prices of that exportation for the last few years. 


The average export price of wheat for 1886 was 45 per cent. lower 
than the average price from 1870 to 1886; the decrease from 1870 to 
1875 was 13 per cent.; from 1875 to 1885 it was 20 per cent., and from 


1870 to 1887 the decrease was 31 per cent. 


Corn decreased in its export price from 1870 to 1875, 8 per cent. ; and 
from 1875 to 1880 the additional increase was 33 p nt., and from 
1880 to 1887 there was a further decrease of 7 per cent., making a total 


of 43 per cent. from 1870 to 1887. 
The fine brands of wheat-flour exported have decreased in their ex- 
port value in the last ten years about one quarter. 


Bacon and ham from 1870 to 1875 decreased 27 per cent. in value 
per pound; from 1875 to 1880, 30 per cent. additional. They have 
little more than held their own since 1880, but the decline from 1870 


to 1887 was 50 per cent. 

Cheese declined from 1870 to 1875, 13 per cent. in its pound value; 
from 1875 to 1880, 26 per cent., and from 1870 to 1887 we find a re- 
duction of 40 per cent. 

The foreign prices of agricultural products have been constantly fall 
ing, and it is unnecessary for me to more than briefly mention the 
cause. Increased facilities for transportation the world over has de- 
veloped new grain-fields and vast pasturage for cattle; has cheapened 
the cost of transit to those markets where the supply is not equal to 
the demand, and the price has year by year been forced downward 
The limit of capacity for production in the agricultural countries now 
competing with us has not been more nearly reached than with us, 
and confronting this fact these Democratic law-makers talk about the 
advantage of a foreign market for the products of our farms. 

Something over one-half of our agricultural product is consumed by 
those engaged in that industry, excluding cotton. Two-thirds of the 
surplus and at least three times the amount which is exported is con- 
sumed by those engaged in manufacturing and dependent upon it. 
The best market in the world for the fruits of American agriculture is 
at home. Not exceeding 8 or 10 per cent. of its fruits, including cot- 
ton, ever finds a foreign market. To preserve our home 1 
extend it should be the policy of every American farmer, and this 
only can be done by extending and developing the otler industries. 

Transportation is now the important question in the West. Rail 
roads have opened up there new States and Territories, and the West- 
ern people claim with good reason that the cost of transportation to 
the Eastern States and seaboard makes their land unremunerative. 
lief have they in the foreign market to which | 


market and 


Grant it, and what re} 
have referred, which involves to reach it a further carrying cost? 
There is a certain remedy—in developing manufacturing which will 
build cities with populations like those of the older States, in foster- 
ing the mechanical arts, and inviting to citizenship those outside ot 
agricultural employment. Why should the West pay for transporta 

tion to the Eastern or to the foreign market? They would better 
build oneat home. This the Republican party invites the West to do. 
On the other hand, the Democracy propose the transportation from 
Kansas and Minnesota of their products to Europe by rail and waterat a 
cost that will well-nigh consume their value, and then propose the 
transportation back to them of their manufactured supplies. The 
transportation charges in a short time will add to their cost far more 
than the tariff required to insure home manufacture and home con- 
sumption of the agricultural products. 

This question has been discussed generally with reference to its de- 
struction of the American manufacturer, but there is equally involved 
the home market of 90 per cent. of the products of our agriculture, the 
pittance of 10 per cent. (6 per cent. excluding cotton) should not be 
considered except by the cotton growers, and the contest is with them. 
Of the cotton crop 70 per cent. is exported, and the balance is manu- 
factured here. Of the other agricultural products 94 or 95 per cent. 
finds a market here, and 5 or 6 per cent. only is exported. 

The chief argument made by the opponents of a protective tariff is 
that it is oppressive upon agriculture, but to this great industry it is as 
nourishing and protective as to cotton or woolen fabrics or iron or steel 
goods. 

In this connection I beg to refer to a few of the manufacturing in- 
dustries which are practically agricultural or tributary to her. 

First, take paper—and we have all been amused, and many doubtless 
have been prejudiced against that industry by the ery of ‘‘ wood-pulp.’’ 
Paper is an article of necessity in one form or another in business and 
domestic life, and its manufacture is an absolute support of agriculture. 

In the year of 1887 the value of the product of the paper manufac- 
tories of the country was $95,000,000. Paper is made from vegetable 
fiber, rags, old paper, straw, corn-stalks, wood, and grasses, amount- 
ing in value in 1887 to about $50,000,000, and in addition to this, $20, - 
000,000 worth of chemicals and other materials were used in its man- 
ufacture. It is fair to say that more than one-half the value of all the 
paper we use is a contribution of waste material or fibrous products 
which would be of little or no value except to manufacture into paper. 


\ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








9325 





Woolen goods also illustrate t ure 
In the last census vear t! ‘ 7. 
000,000; and last year $100,000 ) ur- 
( ised and manufactured into t 

Che product of thestarch it y t 00, - 
000 Its man cture afforded a irk f - rm 
al i potatoes and i 1 bee! g d that ust 
year has required 4,000,00 els of 
of corn. 

In the census year of 1880 agriculture contri] tw ‘ 

a half million pounds of b n to tl 
umount contributed to tl t fi rly 
$3,000,000, largely a waste product from slang ticanimals, 

In the manufacture of linseed-oil $15,000,000 w ide annually 
purely an agricultural prod 

Soap, which the Mill's bill puts on tl st, init iufacture 
consumes from $12,000,000 to $15,000,( W ‘ ial grease, a 
large proportion of which would be waste except for that great indus 
tryand the manufacture of crude glycerine, of w 0,000 pounds 
were made in the year 1887, all from the same a | products. 

Che ecurled-hair industry, which furnishes 1 ! sses and 
yoods of like character, ut es an absolutely w ltural prod- 
uct—except for it—the hair of slaughtered do s, cattle, 
hogs, and horses. The value « iw mat than 
$1,750,000 yearly. 

Seventeen million dollars’ worth of gluce ifactured an- 
nually in this country, consuming 20,000,000 bushels of corn. 

There are other equally important indastri might re- 


to which I 


fer; but those I have mentioned illustrate t mnection be- 
tween agriculture and manufacture 
Each individual farmer may not contribute t iantity of ] 

or fat of domestic animals that is ut d ) immense amount 
of straw made into paper; his potatoes may not be disposed of to the 
starch factory or hiscorn to the glucose factory, but the total consump- 
tion of those agricultural products by the variou dusts increases 
the price and every farmer receives hi proport netit from the 


increase, 
the President’s 


I propose now to invite your attention to that pal 
] uring industries 


letter of ace ptan e especially to the manufa 
of our country. 

[ understand the lette: the Mills bi 
but by referring to the consideration of 
Representatives. He says: 


7 ; } 
aevoted 


to indorse title 


by the 


that meas in the House of 


When the Democratic majority were atte : reme moderation to 
redeem the pledge common to both parties, they I f y determined op- 
position and obstruction, and the minority xe Re s) refused to co 
erate 

Certainly this isan unqualified approval of the House bill, and an 


emphatic denunciation of the Republican oppositio For the latt 


he has our thanks. 


I have already described the extreme mod the proposed 
legislation. Earlier in the lett the Pre 
We propose, too by extending the market for our man ire to promote 
r} 


the steady employment of labor 

Repeatedly the President has said his policy would extend our markets; 
he has offered to the manufacturers free wool and free lumber as w bribe 
for their support. To the first, as a business proposition, they have 
replied that the wool product of the United States is indispensable to 
their success and they would prefer to have its production stimulated 
To the other, that itis inconsequential in view both of meager Canadian 
supply and the probabilities of a Canadian export duty; and his over- 
tures have been spurned with contempt. 

Whoever has investigated protection and consulted 
administering the manufactyring industries has been convinced that 
it is not in Congress or places of ‘‘ public trust’’ find the 
greater mental capacity and more intelligent comprehension of economic 
questions and industrial progress. I admit that, as a class, the men 
directing the business interests of our country aresuperior to any other, 


with gentlemen 


that we 


and they are far more capable than the President even in the ways and 
means to extend their markets, and almost without exception hav: 
rejected his policy as unwise and sure to prove unprofitable; and my 


arguments against the ‘‘ policy’’ will not be addressed to the directors 
of the industries, but rather to their employés, the workers 
earners. 

The declared theory of the President is that goods are manufactured 
in other countries at a less cost than here; that the amount of customs 
duties we impose upon foreign goods exactly equals the difference be- 
tween the foreign and American cost at thattime. At that low foreign 
cost, then, we must compete in foreign markets, and that can only be suc 
cessfully accomplished by a reduction of the present profit of the manu- 
facturers or a reduction in labor cost. Labor is as perfectly organized 
in this as in any other country for its protection; here it is the moré 
intelligent, and the trade and labor organizations know whether as a 
rule capital receives more than its due proportion of the price of the 
goods made. It may, at an exceptional establishment, on account of 
unusual facilitiesfor procuring raw material or an advantageous market, 


wage 


or 
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receive an unequal share, but as a rule labor has been successful in its 
struggle with capital and established an equitable division between the 
two. The Governmentcan now borrow money at 24 percent. perannum, 
and rail curilies earning i per cent, per anhum are sold at par 
Our Iastern and New York savings-banks, many of them at least, pay 
only 4 per cent. The rates of interest do not actually measure the 
prolits of capital in the industries, on account of the unequal risks and 
hazards, but when the volume of capital seeking investment at remu- 
nerative rates is large the rates of interest are not far below the business 
profits, if the industries are thriving. It is also true that competition 
has forced prices down to the lowest point remunerative to capital and 


road 


consistent with the present value of labor or wages paid. 

I have referred to te downward tendency of prices, but the subject 
will bear further mention. The highest authority furnishes twenty- 
twoarticles, combining agricultural productsand manufactured goods— 


leading articles in ¢ —and the average reduction in the prices 
from 1365 to 1875 was 22 per cent., and from 1875 to 1885 it was: 
per cent., but the most certain proof of the decrease is the custom- 
house appraisal of the goods imported in 1880 compared with the im- 
portations for the last fiscal year, goods which directly compete with 
the American manufactures, 

rhe average import price of woolen manufactures entered for 
sumption in the United States for the years 1880 and 1887 were: 


ommon use 


a 
20 


ne 


Blan} ety: Per pound. 


P eccecece ° wasooee . eeeccseresece pusecagaies ene $0. 619 


1887 ~y 


> 
eeeeeeees ° . eeeeee oe eeeceeees ces . -vlo 


A fall of 8.6 cents per pound, or 13.89 per cent. 


Clothing, ready-made, for both sexes: Per pound. 
15380 , . odadas sompeasensoqsensssceptovonenene a0 necresnnenss eeounepensace +3. 008 
1887 “ee pisinhpnebigenbaasghe 909 6088 innennenei 1.812 


A fall of $1.196 per pound, or 39.76 per cent. 


Dre a8 goods : 
15B0 ... 

A fall of 2.3 cents per square yard, or 9.91 per cent. 
All flannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods, balmorals, woolen 


and worsted yarns, and manufactures not otherwise specified : 
1880 





Per pound. 
eee $1. 264 
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A fall of 47.5 cents per pound, or 37.58 per cent. 

The decline in price of the goods I have mentioned is not greater or 
ess than upon other lines, but in connection with the important fact 
hat our people in 1887 imported more than $200,000,000 in value of 
oods that directly compete with the American manufactures demon- 
trate the small margin of profit. ‘They would not permit importation 
of that which they could profitably make here; and the cost of the pro- 
duction of American goods, then, must be reduced to successfully com- 
pete in a foreign market, and that reduction must inevitably be in the 
labor cost; so then the wage-earners are invited to open the American 
markets or share them at the expense of a reduction in their own wages. 
it can only be accomplished in that way—by surrendering a market of 
ty million people to obtain a competitive share in the inferior mar- 
kets elsewhere. 

Where are the markets of the world—the foreign markets the Pres- 
ident invites our people to share?, Russia, Italy, Austria-Hungary, 
Germany, France, Roumania, Belgium—all the European nations ex- 
cept England and Holland—Holland is moving in that direction—pre- 
serve their markets to their own industries. So do Canadaand Brazil. 
All the European nations I have mentioned place their surplus here 
and in all the markets that subsidized transportation can reach or col- 
onial possessions provide, at prices wecan notcompete with. It issaid 
by the advocates of the Mills bill that the conditions for manufacturing 
in this country compare with those of her European or India rivals, 
except that labor is more costly here, To this lagree. They also admit 
in publie that the protective duties should equalize the labor cost of 
manufacturing, so as to give that protection which will compensate for 
our high wages; and I agree to that. But it is claimed by its advo- 
cates that the Mills bill does that, and this I most emphatically deny. 

It is remarkable that reputable gentlemen should go upon the rec- 
ord making that claim which, like the one that the bill only reduces 
the protection of the present law 6 or 7 per cent., is viciously false and 
intended to deceive. 

First, where is the compensatory duty for the labor cost in those 
products added to the free-list wool, lumber, certain manufactures of 
wood, salt, cotton-ties, soap, specified machinery, tin-plate, glycerine, 
extract of hemlock, needles, brick, vegetables, curled hair, beans, pease, 
split pease, broom-corn, fresh meats, game and poultry, milk, tallow, 
building and monumental stone, etc., one hundred and three articles, 
I think, in all. It must be remembered that the labor cost, however 
expended, whether in one branch of manufacture or another, or in agri- 
culture, is equalized where mechanieal industries are established. 

The free-list aims practically at Northern industries. Labor on the 
products I have indicated is equally well paid with that engaged in 
the industries the Mills bill professes to protect. ‘The American labor 
cost in the manufactured articles added to the free-list and in those 
left upon the dutiable-list is based upon thesame rates of wages. Then 
what protection is aflorded for the wage-workers here employed in 


] 
4 
4 
£ 
s 
i 


eiy 
51x 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








OCTOBER 9 


? 





their production? It amounted in 1880, according to the census ree 
port, to about $500,000,000, . Last year their value is variously esti- 
mated at from $600,000,000 to $800,000,000, 

I pass to the dutiable-list and their claim thatin th principal dutia- 

ble schedules not less than 35 per cent. ad valorem has bex n given to 
imported articles and that that rate more than equals their labor cost. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke], who declared from his seat 
that ‘‘if there is one thing in this world that the average Texan would 
go any number of miles out of his way to kick and kill and destroy it 
was a protective tariff,’’ stated in debate that the percentage of labor 
in the cost of cotton goods is less than 23 per cent.; in glass, 50 per 
cent.; in iron and steel a fraction less than 19 per cent.; and he under- 
takes to give the percentage of labor cost and that of the material in 
those products, réspectively; doubtless all taken from the census report, 
Statistics of Manufacture,’’ and entirely worthless as evidence of what 
he stated, for the reason that the labor cost of the materials used or 
manuiactured by the various establishments is not given. ‘The statis- 
tics do not furnish the labor cost of woolen clothing, commencing with 
the sheep farming, or of the other materials used, dyes, etc., and com- 
mencing with their raw material before chemical processes had been 
applied to them, or the cost of cotton goods, commencing with the 
planter who raised the cotton. Cotton is the material for the spinner, 
the yarn for the weaver, each furnishing a finished product, and often 
produced by separate establishments. lron ore and limestone and fuel 
constitute the raw material for pig-iron. Iron for steel bars, blooms, 
or ingots, which are manufactured into wire, tools, ete. Commencing 
with the mine, half a dozen separate industries advance the manufact- 
ure each a‘stage, until the highest finished product is reached: and 
the Census Report does not attempt to give the labor cost in the separate 
stages of advancement upward. 
Gentlemen who have discussed this question upon the theory that 
the Mills bill gives protection to the vaiue of the labor cost in goods 
have drawn their facts and figures from the ‘‘ Statisties of Manufact- 
ure’’ and the report of the Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Wright, and I 
will briefly refer to his table, ‘‘The Boot and Shoe Industry.”’ He 
states the labor cost at varying percentages, according to the character 
of the goods, from a little less than 19 per cent. up toa little more 
than 52 per cent. That of the material used at from less than 46 per 
cent. to above 76 per cent. Material is principally leather; and turn- 
ing to his table of ‘‘ Manufactures of Leather’’ we find its labor cost to 
be at varying percentages, from less than 12 per cent. to nearly 25 per 
eent., and the cost of material from 71 per cent. to over 82 per cent. 
Hides are the principal raw material for leather, and the labor cost 
and the growth of the animal and the bark and materials used to 
manufacture the leather, the transportation, etc., are not stated. Here 
we have three stages of manufacture, in the first of which the labor 
cost is not given, and in the second only a part of the raw material 
used, but a careful analysis of the table with other well-established 
data prove that the labor cost in the boot and shoe industry would not 
be less than 90 per cent. 

Mr. Wright’s table on glass also illustrates the point. Uis percent- 
age of labor cost runs from 38 per cent. to 72 per cent., depending on 
the quality, etc.; the cost of the material from 11 per cent. to over 60 
per cent. These materials are fuel, sand, clay, lime, lumber, and soda, 
their price in the market being little more than their labor cost, as we 
well know, but Mr. Wright does not give that. 

In pig-iron he states the labor cost at about an average of 12 per 
cent., varying at the furnaces; and of the material from 65 per cent. 
to 85 per cent. The labor cost of iron-ore and coal is given and runs 
from 50 percent. to 65 per cent., but that of limestone, its labor cost, i 
not stated. We know its value is principally labor. 

The Mills bill proposes to give an equivalent of an average of 59 
per cent. ad valorem duty on the foreign price of a part of iron anil 
steel manufactures, but so distributed as to destroy the industry bere, 
and adds a part to the free-list. Mr. Wright’s tables demonstrate 
that, considered with other verified data, their labor value is 90 per 
cent. of the finished product; but in respect to all his tables the labor 
cost is so incompletely stated in the materials used that it is impossi- 
ble to arrive at it in any specified finished product. 

I believe I have sufficiently illustrated the fallacy of the argument 
that the labor cost is covered by the protection afforded in the Mills 
bill. 

Cotton is a raw material and free of duty, as cheap here as to the 
foreign manufacturer; therefore it was practicable for the gentlemen 
to obtain correctly the labor cost in all lines of cotton goods; but that 
they did not do, and in the light of their legerdemain by tables I am 
justified in charging that the omission was for the reason that the truth 
would defeat or expose them. 

We have the authority of Mr. Edward Atkinson, who is interesicd 
in cotton manufacturing and a distinguished statistician, that the actual 
labor cost in cotton goods is upward of 90 per cent.; that the profit di- 
vided to the manufacturer of cotton goods is only 6 per cent. annually. 
For a production of cotton goods valued at $1,100,000 he demonstrates 
that $940,000 was expended for labor, commencing with growing the 
cotton. 7 
To demonstrate the value added to cotton by its manufacture into 
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( en upon < I vy. that the rich Oo 
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food products -and cloth fabrics that contribute to t 


comfort of man. By the extended facilities for 














tion for all, but more especially for the poor; by the incre 
number vings-bank depositors and owners of land the 
production of labor as now applied to l 

ciel d »veries in all our in strit ing a é 
far above the rease in the cost of the manual lal 
20 per cent., 50 per cent., 75 per cent., 100 per cent 1 in 
cases 200 per cent. and 300 per cent. more than compe tory 
l I ves } l 

Important inventions have been made inthe mechanic arts and eq y 
important discoveries in the sciences. Class distinct 

ndefined and in no sense are barriers to advancement; the 
industri 3 and employment contribute professional 1 
statesmen, merchants, manufacturers, banker the good, bad 
poor—in their proper proportions. There has been a g 
ment incondition. The poor are not growing poorer, but t 
po has resulted in a constantly increasing pros} l 

Mr. President, I believe I have demonstrated the 
proposition that we can obtain foreign markets except 
tion of the labor cost of our goods with the cost of thoss € 
pete with and that if can only be done by lowerin 

i believe I have demonstrated that we can not com; with 
goods in ourown market without protection, and that 
co ler the ) ( tem, as ane n ( 
compel i it sperity o ner 

The Dem« measure Was ap} i by that } 
vention, indorsed by the President in his lett 
proposes to open wide our markets to the competit 
without their taxation, for the support of the Gover 
the public debt, and pensions to the soldiers. |] 
that American producers alone should bear 

ind weighted by it contest with England, Germa 
and other mar! Che effect of the Mills bill ca 
and should not be. Thesubstitute reported to the Senate by the Co 
mittee on Finance is equally pronounced in character a rpos I 
believeit fairly illustrates the Republican policy of pro nd ¥ I 
its provisions ¢ law they wil! defend the Ameri ket 
foreign competition and importations, and quicken, nether 
extend it for t] umption of the fruits of our! 
of our mines and factories. 

The substitute is not sectional in the protection it \ i aff 


The industries North, South, East, and West are equally provided 
The reductions proposed in the duties on sugars and rice are larg¢ 
under the substitute they will remain higher than upon other a 
ural products, The committee has not discriminated against any Am¢ K 
canindustry. We did investigate to determine whether, by an eq 

tion of their labor cost with the labor cost elsewhere, certain 

tries would sustain themselves here, and I do not know of ans 
stance in which protection was refused if the committee concla 
prosperity would follow. I donot believe the reduction of 
the goods manufactured here will reduce revenues. he expe! 
of the past proves it otherwise, and the substitute under conside1 

l 





will, in my judgment, in all instances reduce the revenues where larger | st 
duties or increased protection is proposed, Inits preparation that po 
was pursued if manifestly the American product might be enlarged to | 
the demands of our home market and American competition in the| ¢@ 
manufacture could be assured. 

It is probable we have not provided the requisite protection in every 
instance, but the omissions, I believe, will be found to be very few, and 
for myself—I- speak only for myself—until the substitute with such 
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of the late Confe derate Stat t elc.- -Continued. 


resent rates of 


duty, 


uction by 


Red 


Steam-fittings and ¢ 
ratus : 
Wool manufactur 45 per cent 
all kinds 265, 452, 040 $!, 800, 87 2 67.21 per cent 
($l per M feet. 
($2 per M feet. 
Planed lumber 341,706,911) 2,096, 385 . 0 cents per M 
feet additional. 
f al00 20 per cent. 
( O14 20 per cent. 
Marble and stone work 30, 61 ri 803, 310 40 50 per cent. 
Paints ‘ y 23, 19, 330 dO 25 per cent. 
Type founding 2 2 10, 000 40 25 per cent. 
§ 2 cts. per pound 
2 cts, per pound, 
3 
2 


Sawed !um! 903. 249. 871 30, O18, 858 


Srick and tile , 992 2 644,595 


Starch ‘ 7,471.7 6, 000 0 
3 cts. per pound, 
cts. per pound, 
> aie is anne a cts. per pound. 
aper manufactures , O67 45, 547 ) per cent. 
Hats and caps (not wool 21, 296, 80% 6, 300 pentine 30 per cent. 
{30 per cent, 
30 per cent. 
Straw goods 9,345, 75 None. ssseeeeee) OO POT Cent, 
Instruments, professional 1, 16 37, 900 2 35 per cent. 
and scientific. 
Cotton manufactures $, 151, 398 15, 938, 712 22 40.17 
Scales and balances ... 3. 2 460 None. {5 per cent. 
Sewing machines and at- ! 
Ee , 863, None 45 per cent. 
Springs, oo a ; 3, M4, 86: emo : per cent, 
amped ware wi * 3,¢ 42 None, | 49 per cent, 
Tin-ware, copper-ware, | 
and sheet iron ware 45, 233,533 2, 862,505 45 per cent, 
Tools (not cutlery or 
pane ataliaittlatcaeliatl 4, 235, 968 600 | 45 per cent. 
Wooden ware .........+..+..++. 4,897,124, 338,350 35 per cent. 
Cotton-ties .. | 262, 351 None. 35 per cent. 
Cotton-seed oil and cake..| 1,033; 660) 6, 657, 261 25 per cent. 
Bells....... ‘ 1, 065, 824 None. | 45 per cent, 
Billiard tables and ma- | 
re , 2,289,758 None. | 35 per cent. 
Blacking... ls 1,491,474. None : 25 per cent. 
Boxes, c igar.. + 2, 866, 365 37, 100 35 per cent. 
Boxes, wooden, pac king. 12, 322, 502 364, 566 | 30 per cent. 
Brass and copper rolled, 14, 329, 731 None. 45 per cent. 
ES peneatpaces oe] 89, 384,655 4,767, 484 | 35 per cent, 
Carpets, wood me 102,170, None. 2 | 40 per cent. 
Cooperage socvopescess 32, 487,938, 1, 226, 832 35 per cent. 
Furniture, chairs...... 9, 745, 583 62, 240 | 35 per cent. 
Perfumery and cosmetics. 2, 145, 004 58, 000 | 50 per cent, 
Sash, doors, and blinds.... 34,366, 930) 2, 254,395 35 per cent. 
Sewing-machine cases .... 2, 064, 837 N >. | 35 per cent. 
Shoddy 4, 989, 615 10 cts. per pound, 


Cordage and twine 2, 468, 171 24, 000 19 


Ivory and bone work ..... , 454, None. 


Per cent 


Wool pscetueies 139, 804, ‘984 15, 786, 767 


‘ a Brick other than fine. “¢e Marble. 
b Tile, d Average. 
¢ Placed upon the free-list. 


The manufactured products included in Schedule A. 


Value of 

products. 
Brick and Lile niduqnaveninn itidianesuninn npbencnbines $448, 418 
Carriages and wagons... spbiwdicontan aia ais = 301, 800 
Lumber, planed pareninnnse newiokedel one we 456, 600 
Lumber, sawed.. ncieneiieavaiil inte sssepesece 2, 673, 449 
Oil, cotton- seed, and cake vee ‘e 276, 450 
Sash, doors, and blinds whe 416, 500 
Foundry and mac hine-shop products.. elie woes ; 532, 778 
Tin-ware, copper-ware, and sheet-iron w Asch essoces eanidied 491, 420 


Total......... Bat ee oe 5, 597, 415 


Brick and tile suoniitias 409, 025 
Carriages and wagons .. hai 582, 581 


Confectionery . ; aia 336, 325 | 


Foundry and m: achine- — products sates ow ~ ’ 299, 491 
Lumber, planed............... ..- id , 200 
Lumber, ‘ ; 75, 310 
Sash, doors, and blinds..... 2 366, 000 
‘Tin-ware, copper-ware, and sheet-iron ware : 329, 624 
Cotton goods wisn 6, 513, 490 


UO Sisteintns ‘ ovesbiébevadtipebindiaencbanti theses atnuninernes samiianteds aa 
KENTUCKY. 

Brick and tile ...... ietiececl 
Carriages and w agons. = - 1,474,475 
Coffee and spices, roasted and ground 296. 953 
Confectionery ‘ ‘ 318, 40 
Cooperage............. - 1,243,930 
Co and twine.. laa 354, 750 
Cotton goods... ; me 426, 286 
Foundry and machine- ‘shop prod ucts.. . 3,013,079 
Furniture . . 949, 810 
Furniture, chairs 


| ww 
rin-ware, copper-ware, and sheet-iron ware ‘ son 
' 
Woolen goods posed ; oncdseece eeeed eserves cmneen 204, ¢ 
£ sees . . 
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KENTUCK Y—continued. Value of 
products 


’ s 
Glass oeesene oe oncownse eeneoes 3588, 405 


|} Lumber, planed....... senesessee stwseqnedebe ee 950, 638 


Lumber, sawed ; ; Siihies Sathininkgindiaiventdasamaubpdiapusesnibéiahay ¥. . 4, 064, 361 
Marble and stone work...... piasnnaien ceaniiine ; 196, 980 


| Paper, no $ spostied.... ‘ . akal J siiaielton 619, 422 


Soap and e¢ andles ; ints cuneabededdueuanted 3 93, 825 


—s) 

Patent medicines . easton ca : ; 363, 
Total 

Brick and tile, 


C arriag< 3 and w agons 
Foundry and machine-shop products 


| Furniture....... ceed i a Bas Se Ot | 

| Lumber, pls ined. Ceutbeonoadine poqunbqunethinedtobeenitetesueéibail 270, 405 
; Lumber, sawed : . 3,744,905 
| Oil, cotton-se sed, and cake 5 anaes piauensien , 235, 000 


Sash, doors, and blinds..... ea ena , 268 930 
Tin-ware, copper-ware, and sheet-iron w: are eliendinthdamiatilites dei ‘ 710, 813 
Woolen goods, ee ee i sdetenineedtiataiha iaataidlinbhes 620, 724 
Confectionery ...........5... shataeeial ee 361, 225 
Cotton goods pipnieetiebsavisin Sdaiente i siathatdl . = 934, 014 


aswonsendenn tenaeooredeces 12, 068, 481 

WEST VIRGINIA, 
Carriages and Wagons ..........scsseeeees Suemeuade ; 341,025 
Cooperage ..... dairehsoe senmeeanadoes sonsbneleioe 306, 147 
Foundry and mac chine- -shop produc Di iidecicwns Ganda ooee 466, 862 
Glass...... inoave Sndidaiieteagievapinseedecksrtreoretees . axe 748, 500 
Lumber, plane od. pntpibeensherdtipesson tes guieudon soeseee eves 353, 550 
Lumber, sawed pisditenpees siteninnviks sideshuinpaiiis , 431, 857 
; one ' poeieninil entene we “ 380, 369 
I, cnc dodivaienunass Selieiet sab oubniaidi 356, 986 


OE idetinesse 


Lumber, sawed.. ‘ 
Oil, cotton-seed, and < cake 


Total.. 


Mr. BATE obtained the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As it is quite late I hope the Senate will relieve 
the Senator from Tennessee from the necessity of proceeding this even- 
ing, and let him retain the floor forto-morrow. If he will yield to me 
I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield 
to me, that I may ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others, a bill 
which was reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, has come from 
the House of Representatives, and is one of peculiar merit. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make some reports from the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. While Senators are adjusting the 
differences between themselves, the Chair will lay before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 11581) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 3620) supplementary to the act approved February 3, 1887, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon; and 

A bill (S.. 1494) to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and cthers their 
proportion of certain proceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
= Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 

cross the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Art:.,’’ 
capentell it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 11338) to authorize the construction ofa bridge across the Coosa River 
at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3528) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Coosa River 
at Gadsden, Ala., reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT LA CROSSE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bil. (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge 
or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. © 

The motion was agreed to, 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro fempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Sawy! M 
Do.pu, and Mr. Vest were appointed. 

AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senat« . 57 

for the relief of the Ameriern Grocer Association of the city of Nev 


York, returned from the House of Representatives at the request of 


the Senate. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. A 
bill precisely like it has been passed by both branches 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

ELECTORAL MESSENGERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill (S. 
3609) supplementary to the act approved February 3, 1837, entitled 
** An act to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 
Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the 
votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions 
arising thereon,’’ being identical with the bill passed this morning on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], will } 
indefinitely postponed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11581) making an appropriation for the forcement 
of the Chinese exclusion act, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

VIOLATIONS OF CIVIL-SERVICE LAW 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution requesting the At- 


torney-General to inform the Senate whether he has a: ntiormation 


concerning violations of the civil-service law, offered by the vator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who is now absent, will bh 
placed on the Calendar, to be called up when he may return 
SURETIES OF JAMES W. DEMBY. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Tennesse« Ir. BATE] 


yields to me that I may move that the Senate proceed to the consider 
ation of the bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterlin; 
others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


yr HT 
e Ee at 


LO £0 aWAY) 


I very much wish, as I am compelled 


to-morrow, that the Senate would consider the bill in respect to mak 
ing a grant of some money to Mrs. Waite, to which the colleague of 
my friend from Arkansas objected when it was read to-da Mav ] 
ask the Senator from Arkansas if he knows whether his ¢ rue {| Mi 


BERRY] is disposed to withdraw his objection? I have tried to find 
him, but without success. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am not authorized to speak on that 
subject; but I do not think that my colleague wou!d interpose any fur- 
ther objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend is not authorized to speak for hi 
league, it would not be right for me to ask nor for the Senate to take 
up the bill in his absence to-day. I shall not object to the considera- 
tion of the bill moved by the Senator from Arkansas, subject to objec- 
tion; but after that is disposed of I think I must move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
information, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That Sterling H. Tucker, William P. Elhanon J 
Searle, Josiah H. Demby, Samuel H. Bard, and William G. Pennington, or their 
estates be, and they and each of them are hereby, released from any and ali lia- 
bility as the sureties upon the official bond of James W. Demby,. formerly pen- 
sion agent, the said release to take effect upon the payment of the legal costs 
heretofore accrued in the prosecution of said claim by the United States: Pro- 
vided, That all the rights and remedies of the Government on said bond as 
againstsaid James W. Demby shall in no manner be affected hereby, but remain 
in full force and effect in law. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I merely wish to say that I did not concur in the 
report of the committee. I do not think the bill ought to pass; but as 
@ majority of the committee were of opinion that it ought, I shall not 
interpose any opposition except to state what I have stated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA A. CUTLER JONES. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the S 
the consideration of Calendar No. 2331. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I promised that I would move an adjournment. 

Mr. DAWES. This will take but a moment. 

The bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones was 
ported by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall let that go subject to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length sub- 
ject to objection. 

The bill was read, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to pay to Mrs. Eliza A. 


The bill will be read at 


length for 


Grace, 


enate proceed to 


re- 


Cutler Jones, of Scottsville, Monroe County, New York, $5,000, in five 
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1ual installments of $1,000 each, out of any money that may h 

er be appropriated for the use and benefit of the Cheyenne Indian 

Mr. EDMUNDS Let us hear the report 

i PRESIDENT pro tempx rhere is no report from the Senate 
ee nittee 

Mr. DAWES lhere is a House report w h gives tl 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Waiving the breach of p exe the 
Ho report. 

The PRESIDENT npo rhe report ule in tl! I st 
he presentatives will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Massachuse the chairman of 
| the Committee on Indian Affairs, says that he can state the case more 
briefly than the reading of the report made in a body with w hw 

have nothing to do 
Mr. DAWES. Some years ago the Cheyenne Indians made a raid 
| upon three men employed by the Government in their sers oat 
ering stock and murdered the three men At different times here 
fore Congress has inserted in an appropriation bill in two diff 
items an appropriation of $5,000 each, one to the dow and the other 
to the mother of two of these murdered men, to be paid In inst meuts 
of $1,000 each annually and taken out of the appropriation made to 
the Cheyenne Indians This bill is to give to the aged and | other 
of the last of these three murdered men $5,000, as has been given in 
the case of the other two, to be taken ut of the ppropriat 1 made 
for the Cheyenne Indiaas, so that they may be punished a each 
year to remind them of the crime committed. 
This bill has passed the other House, and is precisely like t thers 
that have become laws heretofore 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
WIDOW OF CHIEF-JUSTICE WAITE. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish now, asl see my friend 
om Arkansas [| Mr. BERRY] is in the Chamber, who objected to the 
present consideration of the bill respecting the widow of the late Chief- 


Justice, to appeal to him to withdraw his objection to its consideration 
as | am obliged to leave town to-morrow, and I have reported the bill, 
and it was the opinion of the Senate when the matter i 

known—I wish to appeal to him to withdraw his objection. 
Of course, if he does not, whether here or not, it can not be considered 


I have no objection to my friend opposing the bill, but in respect of its 


’ 


Wi was considered, 


as is weil 


consideration it will be a favor to me if he could feel it consistent with 
his duty to allow the bill to be now considered 

Mr. BERRY. I think the bill is thoroughly a bad one. To with 

| draw my objection is equivalent to consenting to its passage by the 

Senate, as I believe a majority of the Senate would vote to pass it [ 


a 2 
col- 


| the Interior, transmitting a report of the surveyor-general for 


do not think the bill ought to pass, and I believe it to be my duty to 
interpose whatever lawful and legal objections the rules authorize m¢ 
to interpose, and therefore | can not give my consent to take the bil! 
up this evening. The Senator can move to-morrow, I presume, to take 
it up, and if a majority of the Senate agree to take it up, then 
be before the Senate; but to consent now will be equivalent to 
sent to its passage. 7 

As I stated before, Ido not know any character of legislation that 
bas been brought before the Senate the principle of which I regard as 
more vicious than the one that is involved in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to make any reply to the observa- 
tions of the Senator from Arkansas. The case has been stated, and the 
precedents in thehistory of the Government. | only wish to give notice 
that to-morrow morning, as soon as it is in order, I will, if lam able 
to stay till to-morrow morning, and if not, somebody else of th 
mittee will, move to take up the bill, and if a majority of the Senate 
are willing to take it up it will be taken up and considered. Having 
said that, I move that the Senate do now adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, October 10, 1988 
at 12 o’clock m. 


it will 


1 cou- 


com 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, October 9, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 


D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was 

PRIVATE I 
The SPEAKER faid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
New 


Prayer by Rev. J. 


read and approved 


AND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mexico on the private land claim known as the Nicolas Duran de 
Chaves grant No. 155; which was referred to the Committee on Private 


Land Claims. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of t 
lowing titles; which were read twice, and referred as indi 
The bill (S. 3501) relating to the classification of p 
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bill (H. R. 10666) to 
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e further it Senate hac 
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important business. 
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and Senate bill 35 of the 
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gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SymMEs] 
itary Affairs be disch arged from further 
d that the same be referred to the Com- 
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Committee on oa 
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» ordered. 

rONUM 

.G Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent te discharge 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 

ther sideration of theebill S. 449, and assign the 4th day of 

next for its consideration. 

SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 

Ch ir will ask for objection. 


read as follows 


ENT TO GENER 


KNOX. 
. DINGLEY. 

the 
fu con De- 
cem ber 
The 


which the 
Clerk 


title of 


t 440 ° 
a. 4 bOF 


the erection of a monumer » the n 
hn ut Tho ton, Me 

SP} E \KEI In the absence of objection, the 
») , gentlonan from Maine will be made 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire one moment further, Mr. Speaker. As 
ly on that day there may be other business occupying the atten- 
tion of the House, I ask unanimous consent that if by reason of public 
business this bill be not considered on that day, that it be made a con- 
tinuing order until it is considered. 

Mr. BACON. To that request I object. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But, if my friend from New York will permit me 
est, there may be some matter of public importance to be con- 
d on that day, and I should dislike very much to undertake to 
antagonize it with this special orde I hope my friend will not object, 
because it is a very reasonable request, simply that there may be some 
time for the consideration of this bill, not to interfere with public meas- 
ures. Ido not want it to stand in the way. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York to insist upon his objection. 
BACON. I do. ? 
MILLIKEN. This isa monument to one of the most distin- 
guished soldiers of the Revolutionary war, and I am sure if the gen- 
tleman from New York will remember that fact he will not insist on 
objecting. 
Mr. BACON. I thank the gentleman from Maine for the informa- 
tion. I have some knowledge of the history of this country in its 


earlier days; still I am glad to have my memory refreshed. I did not 
ohject, however, on historical grounds. 
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Mr. MILLI 


gentleman, 


OCTOBER 9, 


to 


undertake 
bill was. 


did not intend to 
‘to recall what this 


instruct the 
DING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 

ABB . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
’ » from the further consideration of 
Fort Worth, 


Mr. 
ec { ArT 
the bill 
Tex. 

The SPEAKER. The bill 

The Clerk roceeded to re 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. is use 


it. } 
in reading the bill. shall ect to its consid 


time 


mittee of 
(S. 1974 
ction. 

ime tl 


less to con 
eration. 


The SPEAKER, 
the Acting Secretary 
character, askin; r that 


received a communication from 
which seems to be urgent in its 
an appropriation for the purp ose of carrying into 
effect the provisions of the recent Chinese exclusion act, approved Oc- 
tober 1, 1888, be made. The Chair will lay this communication before 
the House at once and order its reference to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. ° 
Mr. SOWDEN. 
DINGLEY 
to the Hoi 
SPEAKER It is a letter from 
recommending that an appropriation be 


effect the provision act late 


easuryv 


uly 


oul: 


w order. 
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the Chair has 


the Acting 


ACHMAE we 


ade to carry 


The 
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cretary 
Trea 


s of the Chinese-exciusion passed. 


ORDER OF B YESS. 


gular order 


call 


I demand the r¢ 


The regular order is the of committees for re- 
. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend from Pennsylvania yield to 
e to enable me to ask unanimous consent to fix a day for the consid- 
tion of a very important bill during the next session? 
fhe SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Ch 
ll the committees for reports. 
Mr. HOOKER. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the formal 


_ of nn s, with ] n to file their reports with 


uir will 


leave to gentlem< 


» Clerk, 
he 
} 


ve SPEAKER. 


ere Was no oO} »j 


In the absence of objection, that order will be made. 
id it was so ordered. 
REPORT. 


iled by bei 


ClLIOD, al 
FILING OF 
led in at the Clerk’s 


as i ing 


5 ] lant 


TARY P. 
om the Cor s, reported 
granting a pe ension to read P. Myers; which wa 
mittee of the Whole House on Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Ther order is the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills reported from committees, which begins at 12 o'clock and 
27 minutes. The cali rests with the Committee on Public Lands, which 
has a bill under consideration coming over from yeste rday. 

Mr. McRAE. Before proceeding with the e ion of that or 
would ask leave to consider Senate bill 3475. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded by the 
gentleman from P ennsylvania. 

Mr. McRAE. Ithink if the gentleman from Pennsylvania under- 
stands the nature of the bill he will withdraw hisdemand. It pertains 
to Washington Territory, and the bill has passed the Senate. The 
Delegate oo the Territory is now absent; but the people of that lk 
cality feel a deep interest in this bill. It involves no expenditure. 

Mr. J ACKSON I would like to ask what was done with the bill 
which was pending when the hour expired yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. That is in the Committee of the Whole. The 
gentleman from Arkansas asks, before proceeding with the regular order, 
to consider this Senate bill. 

Mr. McRAE. Does the gentleman from 
demand? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been withdrawn. 

Mr.SOWDEN. IfI withdrew it in this instance, others would hav: 
a perfect right to claim the same courtesy, to which they would be en- 
title d. 

Mr.McRAE. Iam not askingit asa personal favor. This is a mat- 
ter for Washington Territory, the Delegate being absent. 

Mr. SOWDEN. But if 1 withdraw the call I am bound in the in- 
terest of consistency to allow other gentlemen the same courtesy. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committ 
of the Whole for the consideration of the bill which was under cons 
eration yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. Before the House go into Committee of the Who! 
move to limit general debate to twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe House has determined to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. The gentleman from Ar- 
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consideration, and report the same back, with the recommendation that it pass 
with the following amendment: 

Strike out the following words in the first section: “except by grants to such 
States or to railroad corporations in such States by homestead entries.” 

Iixcept section 6, which seeks to extend the provisions of the act of September 
28, 1550, to the States admitted into the Union since the |7th day of March, 1860, 
this bill is substantially the same as H. R, 6897, reported from the said committee 
to the House on the sth day of February, 1888, and the committee adopt so much 
of the Report 347 as is applicable to this bill, as follows: 

That the full scope and effect of this bill may be understood, it will be neces- 
sary to thoroughly understand the several swamp-land grants and the action of 
the Interior Department with reference thereto; and to that end eopies of the 
acts of Congress and the regulations of the Department are hereto appended. 
The act approved March 2, 1849 (9 Stat., 352), granted to the State of Louisiana 
the whole of the swamp and overflowed lands in said State found unfit for cul- 
tivation, with the exception of those tracts fronting on rivers, creeks, bayous, 
etc., surveyed into lots or tracts under the acts of March 31,18ll,and May 24, 
1824, 

The act of September 28, 1850 (9 Stat., 519), granted to each of the publie land 
States then in the Union the whole of the swamp and overflowed lands remain- 
ing unsold within their limits, made unfit thereby for cultivation, and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior was required to make out accurate lists and plats of the 
lands described as aforesaid, and transmit the same to the governors of the 
States. For some reason the Secretary failed to make any such selections and 
segregation of such lands as the act clearly contemplated except as he saw fit 
to make partial and imperfect lists when called upon by the agents of the States 
from time to time. ‘This failure or neglect has been the source of a great deal 
of controversy between the States and the Interior Department, and also of a 
great deal of vexatious and expensive litigation between those claiming under 
the grant and those adverse to it. 

On the 2lst day of November, 1850, the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office transmitted to the governors of all the States covered by the grant acir- 
cular of instructions as to the manner of proceeding under said act, with a re- 
quest that the State elect which of the two proposed methods for designating 
swamp lands would be adopted. 

Phe proposed methods were: 

1. The fleld-notes of Government survey to be taken as the basis for selec- 
tions, and all lands shown by them to be swamp or overflowed within the 
meaning of the act to be placed in the lists to be reported to the General Land 
Office. 

2. The States to make the selections by their own agents and at their own 
cost, and report the same to the surveyor-general with proof of the character ot 
the land. 

The act approved March 12, 1860,extended the grant of September 28, 1850, to 
the States of Minnesota and Oregon. California, by the act approved July 23, 
1566, was granted the same character of lands within her limits, but the method 
of selecting was much simplified and the adjustment has been much easier than 
in the other fourteen swamp-land States. 

Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin elected to make the field-notes the basis 
for determining the character of the Jand. 

Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Illinois, indiana, Iowa, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Ohio,aud Oregon elected to make their selections by agents in the field,.and 
they have all made their selections; but very few, if any, have been able to get 
their claims finally adjusted by the Department. 

California did not adopt either method, because under the grant to that State 
such action was not necessary. 

In Louisiana nearly ali of the selections are made under the act of March 2, 
1849, by deputy surveyors, under the direction of the United States surveyor- 
general, at the expense of the State. Such lands as are claimed under the act of 
September 28, 1850, are selected by State agents, with proof of character of the 
land. Within the last few years the States of Alabama, Indiana, Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, and Ohio, with the consent of the Department of the Interior, have 
adopted the field-notes of survey as the basis of adjustment of their claims. 

Some of the selections made by the State of Arkansas more than thirty years 
ago and intended to be confirmed by the act of March 3, 1857, are yet unadjusted, 
and a great many tracts selected and claimed under the grant of that State have 
been sold and disposed of by the United States. At this lapse of time it is next 
to impossible to furnish the Secretary of the Interior with the proof that he 
should have taken as soon as *‘ practicable after the passage”’ of the act making 
the grant. 

The grant as first introduced was only intended for Arkansas. That State was 
mentioned by name both in the title and the body of the act making the grant. 
it promptly and in good faith entered upon a system of levees and drains to re- 
claim the lands. In alphabetical order ft was the second on the list of States. 
Notwithstanding all this, less has been done toward adjustment in that State 
than any other. No indemnity either in lands or money has ever been allowed, 
although its right to both is not denied. 

At the suggestion of the Department, and in the hope that it would lead to 
an early adjustment of the claim of the State, the Legislature, by two acts, one 
approved March 17, 1885, and the other March 19, 1887, adopted the field-notesof 
survey. The Secretary was not satisfied that the said acts gave the governor 
‘full power’ to consent to the adjustment of said grant and the claim of the 
State for indemnity, and on the 16th day of May, 1887, advised the Commis- 
sioner, in a written opinion, “that no further action should be taken” by the 
Department relative to the claim under the swamp-land act until the governor 
has been given “ full power’ by appropriate legislation to consent to the adjust- 
ment of said grant and the claim for indemnity in accordance with the princi- 
ples enunciated in the Louisiana case. 

For thirty years, upon one pretext or another, the adjustment of this State’s 
claim bas been delayed, and for all this time the United States has been dispos- 
ing of more or less of the lands previously granted to the State and using the 
money received, while all the time the State is being charged with interest on 
the debt due the United States. This course on the part of the Department 
charged with the duty of prompt adjustment, in addition to trifling with law 
and vested rights, is unjust to the State in that it diminishes a fand upon which 
it had the right to rely and also in the initiation of a series of defective titles 
and the lawsuits and losses that always follow such. 

This injustice has extended to the other States as well as Arkansas, but in less 
degree. In proof of the immense litigation that has come of such action refer- 
ence is made to the citations made by the Department in its circular of April 
18, 1882, of nearly two hundred decisions of the court of last resort and of the 
Department. 7 . 

The first section of the act of September 28, 1850, after giving the reason for its 
passage, states that the whole of theswamp and overflowed lands, made thereby 
unfit for cultivation and unsold, are hereby granted to the States It was an 
unconditional present grant by Congress of such lands to the States within 
which they lie, without reference to their sections, townships, and but 
at the same time fixed a criterion by which it could be easily ascertained what 
was granted. to wit, such legal subdivisions of the public lands the rt 
= which were so far swamp and overflowed as to be wet and unfit for cultiva- 

10n, 

All sneh lands were granted and the title vested September 28, 1850, and have 
continued to be so granted and vested ever since. This has frequently been 
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settled by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. Congress 
has never attempted to forfeit the grant or in the least modify the description 
by which they were given to the States, and such as were wet and unfit for 
cultivation at the time of the grant passed without any reference to the swampy 
or non-swampy character since or now. 

The failure of the Secretary of the Interior to make the list and plats, and his 
action in continuing to dispose of the lands granted, became such a grievance 
that Congress passed two remedial acts. The first of these was approved March 
2, 1555, and granted relief to the purchasers and locators of swamp and over- 
flowed lands by giving the States the purchase-money for all such lands sold, 
and allowing dry lands of like quantity for such as were otherwise disposed 
of. Presuming upor an early adjustment, and assuming that no more errone- 
ous sales would be made or approved by the Commissioner of the General Land 
= this act was not made prospective and continuing, as it ought to have 

en. 

Other difficulties arose about the selections made by the States, and so Con- 
gress again,on March 3, 1857 (11 Stat., 251), passed an act declaring that the se- 
lections of swamp and overflowed [ands granted to the States by the act of Sep- 
tember 28, 1850, theretofore made and reported to the General Land Office, so far 
as the same remained vacant and unappropriated and not interfered with by 
actual settlement under existing laws of the United States, were confirmed and 
approved for patent,and extended and continued in force to that time the act 
of March 2,1855. So under existing laws the case may be stated as follows: 

1, That the respective States to which the grant applied are entitled to all the 
swamp and overflowed lands made unfit thereby for cultivation which remained 
unsold therein on the 28th day ot September, A. D, 1850. 

2. That for all such lands sold between September 28, A. D. 1850, and March 3, 
A. D. 1857, the States are entitled to the purchase money received. 

8. That for all such lands otherwise disposed of than by sale-between said 
dates the States are entitled to have indemnity in lands not swamp and over- 
flowed. 

4. That for such lands as have been sold or otherwise disposed of since Sep- 
tember 28, A. D. 1857, no indemnity, either in money or lands, has been granted 
and no adjustment is possible. The land itself must be taken from the pur- 
chaser or settler by the State or its grantee, or lost. When such purchasers or 
settlers are evicted they come to Congress for relief or accept a return of the 
purchase-money, 

5. That in the States where all of the public lands have been disposed of no 
indemnity scrip is issued, or if issued is of no value to the State, because it is 
held that it can only be located in the State to which it may be issued. There 
are certain moneys in the Treasury of the United States received for lands that 
passed by the said grant, which in both law and equity belong to these States. 
Besides this, many of them are entitled to other lands not yet sold or disposed 
of, 

The proposed measure is for the adjustment of the claims of the States inter- 
ested upon a money basis, s0 as to save for actual settlers all of such lands as 
did pass to the States by the grant, but have neither been certified for patent 
nor sold by the United States. It makes no new grant and does not enlarge 
any previously made. It does not seek to make any change in the mode of 
selecting or making proof of the methods of selections. Nor does it modify or 
reverse any decision of the courts or the Department. But it simply provides 
for an adjustment in accordance with the established methods of the Depart- 
ment and the decisions of the courts, and when such adjustments are made it 
gives cash at $1.25 per acre, when under the present law either the Jand in place 
or dry indemnity land would be received. This will be the effect of the first 
section if it should become law. 

The second section provides for the certification and payment of the money 
or the entering of proper credits when, as in the case of the State of Arkansas, 
there is a debt due the United States. " 

The third section makes the acceptance of cash indemnity a relinquishment 
and waiver of all right to the land and a confirmation of the title in the United 
States or their grantees. 

The fourth section requires the Department to consider all lists made and 
proofs taken in accordance with the rules of the Department to be considered 
in making the adjustment. 

The fifth section will have the effect to redeem all outstanding indemnity 
script at $1.25 per acre. The following letter will show the amount issued to 
States where the public lands have all been sold and which can not under the 
rules now in force be located in the States named. These States insist that 
ae can be located on any vacant lands; the attempt has several times been 
made. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1888. 

Sir: In reply to your oral inquiry, I have the honor to inform you that the 
certificates issued to the States of Illinois, Indiana, and Iowa, authorizing the 
location of land in lieu of swamp and overflowed Jands located with warrants 
or scrip prior to March 8, 1857, now outstanding and unsatisfied, amount to 121,- 
059.39 acres, as follows: 

Acres. 
IIR i ss niiceeatlines wepenntoungrerwa Spupenes singeniiiieescsaniaaansas spain nin kcindiemaaevtt 99, 675. 83 
Indiana .. 3,715. 44 
-» 17,668.12 
Very respectfully, 
7 an 7 S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Acting Commissioner. 


In conelusion the committee would call attention to the grants and some de- 
cisions under them, and to the fact that a similar bill was reported to the last 
House from the Committee on Public Lands. The bill ought to pass. 


GENERAL LAND OrFicr, November 21, 1850. 


Sir: By the act of Congress entitled “An act to enable the State of Arkansas 
and other States to reclaim the ‘swamp lands’ within their limits,” approved 
September 28, 1850, it is directed “‘that to enable the State of Arkansas to con- 
struct the necessary levees and drains to reciaim the swamp and overflowed 
lands therein, the whole of those swamp and overflowed lands made thereby 
unfit for cultivation which shall remain unsold at the passage of this act shall 
be, and the same are hereby, granted to said State.”’ 

1, By the fourth section of this act it is directed that the provisions of it shall 
be extended to, and their benefits be conferred upon, each of the other State: of 
the Union in which such swamp and overflowed lands may be situated. 

2. And “that in making out a list and plats of the lands aforesaid, all legal 
subdivisions, the greater part of which is ‘wet and unfit for cultivation,’ shall 
be included in said lists and plats; but when the greater part of a subdivision is 
not of that character, the whole of it shall be excluded therefrom.”’ 

This act clearly and unequivocally grants to the several States those lands 
which, from being swampy or subject to overflow, are unfit for cultivation. In 
this class is included also all lands which, though dry part of the year, are sub- 
ject to inundation at the planting, growing, or harvesting season, so as to de- 
stroy the crop, and therefore are unfit for cultivation, taking the average of the 
season for a reasonable number of years as the rule of determination. 

You will please make out a list of all the lands thus granted to the State, des 
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ignating those which have been sold or otherwise disposed of since the passage 


ef the law, and the price paid for them when purchased. 











The only reliable data in your possession from which these lists can be made 
out are the field-notes of the surveys on file in your office; andif theau horities 
of the State are willing to adopt these as the basis of those lists, you w s ‘ 
geurdthem. If not, and those authorities furnish you satisfactory evidence that 
auy lands are of the character embraced by the grant, you will so report t n 


The following general principles will govern you in making up these list 
to wit: 





When the field-notes are the basis, and the intersections of the lines of swamp 
or overflow with those of the public surveys alone are given, those intersections 
may be connected by straight lines; andall legal subdivisions, the greater part 
of which are shown by these lines to be within the swamp or overflow, will be 


certified to the State; the balance will remain the property of the Government. 

Where the State authorities may conclude to have the surveys made to de- 
termine the boundaries of the swamp or overflowed lands, those boundaries 
alone should be surveyed, taking connections with the nearest sections or tuwn- 
ship corners; or 

Where the swamp or overflowed lands are on the borders of a stream or lake 
the stream or lake could be meandered and ordinates surveyed at suitable inter- 
vals from the borders of the stream or lake to the margin of the swamp or over- 
flowed lands, and by connecting the ends of those ordinates next to that margin 





by straight lines the boundaries of the swamp or overflowed lands can be ascer- 


tained with sufficient accuracy. In no case, however, should any such bound- 
aries or ordinates be marked in the field, as they may produce difficulty in de- 
termining the lines and corners of the public surveys hereafter, and thus lead 
to litigation. The selections in all these cases will be made as beiore directed. 
Where satisfactory evidence is produced that the whole of a township, or of any 
particular or specified part of a township, or the whole of a tract of country 
bounded by specified surveyed or natural boundaries, is of the character em- 
braced by the grant. you will so report it, the adjacent subdivisions, however 
to be subject to the regulations above given ; and in every case, under each rule 
or principle herein prescribed, 40-acre lots or quarter-quarter sections will be re- 
garded as the legal subdivisions contemplated by the law. 

The affidavits of the county surveyors and other respectable persons that they 
understand and have examined the lines, and that the lands bounded by the 
lines thus examined and particularly designated in the affidavit are of the char- 
acter embraced by the law, should be sufficient. 

The line or boundary of the overflow that renders the land unfit for regular 
cultivation may be adopted as that which regulates the grant. 

You will make out lists of these lands as early as practicable, according tothe 
following form, one copy of which you will transmit to the land officers and 
another to this office. The land selected should be reserved from sale, and after 
those selections are approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the register 
should enter all the lands so selected in his tract books as “ granted to the State 
by an act of 28th September, 1850, being swamp or overflowed lands,” and on 
the plats enter on each tract ‘‘ State act of 2th September, 1850." Copies of the 
approved lists wil) be sent to the registers for this purpose. Your early atten- 
tion is requested in this matter, that the grant may be disposed of as speedily as 
possible. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner 








Part of section. Section. | Township. | 
| 


Range. Remarks. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1886 
REGISTERS and RECEIVERS, 
United States Land Offices: 


GENTLEMEN: The rules heretofore in force relative to the admission of entries 
and filings on lands selected (and prior totheir approval and certification by the 
Secretary of the Interior) as “‘swamp and overflowed and rendered thereby un- 
fit for cultivation,” are hereby modified as follows: 

1. When any settler upon such lands or applicant to enter the same under the 
public-land laws of the United States shall apply to make a filing or entry under 
said laws, accompanied by a statement under oath, corroborated by two wit- 
nesses, that the land in its natural state is not swamp and overflowed and ren- 
dered thereby unfit for cultivation, the register and receiver will allow such 
filing or entry “‘subject to the swamp-land claim.” 

2. Upon the admission of any such filing or entry the register will at once 
notify the governor of the State thereof and allow him sixty days within which 
to object to the perfection of the entry, and to apply for a hearing of the State 
to prove the swaimpy character of the land. 

3. When a hearing is ordered between the State and claimant under the pub- 
lic-land laws the burden of proof will be upon the State to establish the charac- 
ter of the land. 

4. When no protest or application for a hearing is presented on the part of 
the State, as herein provided, the State will be deemed concluded from there- 
after asserting a claim to the land under the swamp-land grant. 

5. The foregoing applies unly to those States whose claims are adjusted by 
examinations in the field. 

6. Where swamp-land selections are based upon the field-notes of survey, and 
the land is alleged not to have been in fact swamp and overflowed and rendered 
thereby unfit for cultivation at the date of the swamp-land grant, the burden of 

roof will be upon the contestant or adverse claimant under the public-land 
aws. 

7. You will promptly advise this office when notice is given the governor in 
any case, stating the date of such notice, and the description of the land in- 
volved, You will also duly report the governor’s action in each case. 

WM. A. J. SPARKS, 
Commissione 
Approved: 
L. Q. C. Laman, Secretary. 


UNITED STATES SWAMP-LAND LAWS—REGULATIONS AND DECISIONS 
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THERE- 


An act to aid the State of Louisiana in draining the swamp lands therein. 


Be it enacted, etc., That to aid the State of Louisiana in constructing the neces- 
sary levees and drains to reclaim the swamp and overflowed lands therein, the 
whole of those swamp and overflowed lands, which may be or are found unfit 
for cultivation, shall be, and the sa" e are hereby, granted to that State. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That as soon as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be advised, by the governor of Louisiana, that that State has made the 
necessary preparation to defray the expenses thereof he shal! cause a personal 
examination to be made under the direction of the surveyor-general thereof, by 
experienced and faithful deputies, of all the swamp lands therein which are 
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subject to overflow and unfit for cultivat 1; and a list of the same t ade 
tand certified by the deputies and surveyor-get to the Secretary of ) 
Treasury, who shall approve the same, so far as they are telaimed or beld 
idividuals, and on that approval the fee-simple to said lands ghali ve-t in ¢ 
said State of Louisiana, subject to the disposal! t I < t@o th reof P 
t er Tha: the proceeds of said nda s e ap iex< si\ ‘ AS 
lur as necessary, to the construction of e levees and sa ! 
sec. 3. And be tt er i, That in making \ st « swamp 
lands, subject to over In for cultivatior leg subs«liv 4, the 
greater part of which is of that el ter, shall t i s t 
when the greater part of a subdivision is not of t ter nh 
shall be excluded therefrom: Provided, h re Phat th rovisions o 3 t 
| shall not apply to any lands fronting on rivers, creeks, bayous, wat irs 
| ete., which have been surveyed into lots or tracts unde e acts of 3d Mar 
Isl, and 24th May, i824: And provided furth hat the I ted S shall in 
no manner be held liable for any expense incurred - o the nds and 
making out the lists thereof, or for making any surveys that may be re« i 
to carry out the provisions of this act 
Approved March 2, 1849. 
An act to enable the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim the sw 
lands’ within their limits 
Re it enacted, etc., That to enable the State of Arkansas to const 
essary levees and drains to reclaim the swamp and overflowed lands there 
the whole of those swamp and overflowed lands made unfit thereby for cult 
vation, which shall remain unsold at the passage of this act, shall’ be, and the 
same are hereby, granted to said State 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the tv of the Secretary of 
the Interior, as soon as may be practicable after the passage of this act, to make 
out an accurate list and plats of the lands descri! ed as aforesaid, and transmit 
the same tothe governor of the State of Arkansas, and the request of said 
governor cause a patent to be issued to the State therefor; and on that pat- 
ent the fee-simple to said lands shal! vest in the said State of Arkansas. subject 
to the disposal of the Legislature thereof: Provided, however, That the proceeds 
of said lands, whether from sale or by direct appropriation in kind, shall be ap- 
plied exclusively, so far as necessary, to the purpose of reclaiming said is 
by means of the levees and drains aforesaid. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in making out a list and plats of t 
land aforesaid, all legal subdivisions, the great« art of which is wet and 
unfit for cultivation,’ shall be included in said list and plats ut when t 


———— 





greater part of a subdivision is not of that character, the whole of it shall be ex 
cluded thereirom 











Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of tl act be extended 
to, and their benefits be conferred upon, each of the other States of the | i 
in which such swamp and overflowed lands, known and des d as afore ‘ 
may be situated. 

Approved September 28, 1850. 

The grant of swamp lands, under acts of March 2, 1849, and September 28, 1850, 
isa grantin present. See United States Supreme Court decisions, Kailroad Com 
pany vs. Fremont County (9 Wallace, 89); Railroad Company es. Smith (id., 9 
Martin vs. Marks (7 Otto, 3-5); decisions of Secretary of t r. December 
23, 1851 (1 Lester’s L. L., 549), April 25, 1862, and opinion of Attorney-General, 
November 10. 1858 (1 Lester’s L. L., 564). 

The act of September 28, 1850, did not grant swamp and overflowed nds t 
States admitted into the Union after its passage. See decision of Secretary In- 


1~58; Commissioner General Land Office, May 2, IS7I (¢ 
L. L., 464), affirmed by Secretary June I, 1871, and Commissioner 
Office, January 19, 1874 (Copp’s L. I 73), affirmed by Secretary 

A State having elected to take swamp land by field-notes and plats of survey 


terior, August [7, 





is bound by them, as is also the Government. See Secretary's decision, Oct 
ber 4, 1*55 (1 Lester’s L. L., 553), August 1, 1859 (id., 571), December 4, 1877 (4 
Copp’s L. O., 149), and September 19, 1879. 
An act for the relief of purchasers and locators of swampand overflowed | 

Sec. 1. Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States cause patents 
to be issued, as soon as practicable, to the purchaser or purchasers, locator 


locators, who have made entries of the public lands, claimed as swamp lands, 
either with cash, or with land-warrants, or with scrip, prior to the isst , 








ents to the State or States, as provided for by the second section of 1ct ap- 
proved September 28, 1850, entitled ** An act toenable the State of Arkansasand 
other States to reclaim the swamp lands within the mits,”’ any decision of 
the S-cretary of the Interior or other officer of the Government of the United 


States to the contrary notwithstanding: Provided, That in 
State, through its constituted authorities, may have sold or disposed of any tract 
or tracts of land to any individual or individuals prior to the entry, sale, or 

cation of the same, under the pre-emption or other laws of the United States 
no patent shall be issued by the President for such tract or tracts of land until 
such State, through its constituted authorities, shall release its claim thereto in 


all cases where any 














such form as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior: And provided 
further, That if such State shall not within ninety days from the passage of this 
act, through its constituted authorities, return to the General Land Office of the 
United States a list of all the lands sold as aforesaid, together with the dates of 
such sale and the names of the purchasers, the pat« iall be issued immedi- 
ately thereafter, as directed in the foregoing section 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That upon due proof, by the anthorized agent 
of the State or States. before the Commissioner of the General Land Office, that 
any of the lands purchased were swamp lands, within e true intent and mea 


sid over to the State 


aunt or scrip, the said 


ing of the act aforesaid, the purchase-money shall be | 
States; and where the lands have been located by wa: 








State or States shall be authorized to locate a quantit k6 amount 
of the public lands subject to entry, at $1.25 per acre, or less, and pate 4 
issue therefor upon the terms and conditions enumerated in the act af * 
Provided, however, That the said decisions of the Commissioner of the Ge 
Land Office shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior 

Approved March 2, 1855. 
An act to confirm to the several States the swamp and overflowed la i 

under the act of September 28, 1450, and the act of March 2, 181 

Be it enacted, etc., That the selection of swamp and overflowed lands ted 
to the several States by the act of Congress approved Sept er 1550, en- 
titled “‘An act to enable the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim the 
swamp lands within their limits,’ and the actof March 2, 1849, entitled “An act 
to aid the State of Louisiana in draining the swamp lands therein,”’ heretofore 


made and reported to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, so far as 
the same shall remain vacant and unappropriated, and not interfered with by 
an actual settlement under any existing law of the United States, be, and the 
same are hereby, confirmed, and shall be approved and patented to the said 
several States, in conformity with the provisions of the act aforesaid, as soon as 
may be practicable after the passage of this law: Provided, however, That not 

ing in this act contained shall interfere with the provisions of the act of Cor 

gress entitled “An act for the relief of purchasers and locaters of swamp and 
overflowed lands,” approved March 2, 1855, which shal! be, and is her« 
tinued in force and extended to all entries and locations of lands claimed as 
swamp lands made since its passage. 

Approved March 3, 1857. 


con- 
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An act to extend the provisions of “An act to enable the State of Arkansas and 





















other States to reclaim the swamp lands within their limits” to Minnesota 

and Oregon, and for other purposes. 

I t enacted ete., That the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act 
to enable the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim the swamp lands 
within their limits,” approved September 28, 1850, be, and the same are hereby, 
exte ed to the States of Minnesota and Oregon: Provided, That the grant 
hereby made shall not include any lands which the Government of the United 

ites may have reserved, sold, or disposed of (in pursuance of any law hereto- 

we enacted) prior to the confirmation of title to be made under the authority 
or the iid act 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the selection to be made from lands al- 
7 surveyed in each of the States, including Minnesota and Oregon, under 
the authority of the act aforesaid, and of the act to aid the State of Louisiana in 
draining the swamp lands therein, approved March 2, 1549, shall be made within 
two ye s from the adjournment of the Legislature of each State at its next ses- 

r the date of thisact, and, astoall lands hereafter to be surveyed, within 
f ich adjournment, at the xt session after notice by the Sec- 
f the Int rtothe governor of the 8 that t surveys have been 
l and confirmed, 
1 March 12, 1860, 
s of section 2 repealed : ill States except Minnesota and Oregon 
b* sctment in Revised Statutes. see section 5596.) 

I ant of swamp lands to the States of Oregon and Minnesota was a grant 
in} ti, and the land so granted can not be otherwise disposed of by the 
Gove i t. See Secretary’s decisions, April 15, 1880; Crowley vs. State of 
Oo i (7 Copp’s L, O., 28), and the State of Oregon vs. United States, June 4, 

of lands within the meander lines of shallow bodies of water at date of 
hat might have been temporarily overflowed considered, See Secre- 
t lecision, December 2, 1874 (Copp’s Land Laws, 475). 


Cuap, CCXIX.—An aet to quiet land titles in California. 


« 1. And be it further enacied, That in all cases where township surveys 
have been, or shall hereafter be, made under authority of the United States. and 


the plats thereof approved, it shail be the duty of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to certify over to the State of California as swamp and over- 
flowed all th nds represented as such upon such approved plats within one 
year from the passage of this act, or within one year from the return and ap- 
proval of such township plats. 

Phe Commissioner shall direct the United States surveyor-general for the State 
of California to examine the segregation maps and surveys of the swamp and 
overflowed lands made by said State, and where he shall find them to conform 
to the system of surveys adopted by the United States, he shall construct and 
approve township plats accordingly, and forward to the General Land Office for 
approval: Provided, That in segregating large bodies of land, notoriously and 
obviously swamp and overflowed, it shall not be necessary to subdivide the 
same, but to run the exterior lines of such body ofland. In casesuch State sur- 
veys are not found to be in accordance with the system of United States sur- 
veys, and in such other townships as no survey has been made by the United 
States, the Commissioner shall direct the surveyor-general to make segrega- 
tion surveys upon application to said surveyor-general by the governor of 
said State, within one year of said application, of all the swamp and overflowed 
land in such townships, and to report the same to the General Land Office, rep- 
resenting and describing what land wasswamp and overflowed under the grant, 
according to the best evidence he can obtain, If the authorities of said State 
shall claim as swamp and overflowed any land not represented as such upon 
the map or in the returns of the surveyors, the character of such land at the 
date of the grant (September 28, 1850) and the right to the same shall be deter- 
mined by testimony to be taken before the surveyor-general, who shall decide 
the same subject to the approval of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to instruct the officers of the local land offices and 
the surveyor-general, immediately after the passage of this act, to forward lists 
of all selections made by the State referred to in section 1 of this act, and lists 
and maps of all swamp and overflowed lands claimed by said State orsurveyed 
as provided in this act, for final disposition and determination, which final dis- 
position shall be made by the Commissioner of the General Land Office without 
delay 

Approved July 23, 1866, 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some other gentleman de- 
sires to make remarks upon the bill or to ask a question about it, see- 
ing that it will be impossible for us to pass the bill with the number 
of members now present, I shall ask to have the consideration hour 
considered as closed so far as this bill and the committee are concerned, 
so as to allow other committees a chance to do something. 

Mr. JACKSON, Since debate has been entered upon and remarks 
have been made in favor of the bill, I think we who oppose it should 
at least have an opportunity to briefly state some of the objections to it. 
I think the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyMEs] must certainly mis- 
apprehend the provisions of the bill or he would not have made the 
answers he did to my questions. The bill of the Senate (758), now un- 
der consideration, has nothing in it in regard to 5 per cent. payments. 
It is a bill providing for an allowance and payment to certain States at 
a fixed price per acre for swamp lands that it is alleged were embraced 
in grants made by the General Government to those States, and which 
lands the States have never received. 

It is true, as carefully stated by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
McRAE], that this bill does not carry an appropriation of money from 
the Treasury of the United States. But, Mr. Speaker, it is equally 
true that the passage of this bill will involve the United States in a 
liability for a very large sum of money. It is very similar to the bill 
reported at this session to the House from the Committee on the Public 
Lands (H. R. 6897), Report No. 347, and it will require but a very brief 
examination of the bill to satisfy any one that it involves a large lia- 
bility on the part of the General Government, and that the zeal for its 
passage is wholly animated by a desire to eventually get handsome do- 
nations and allowances from the United States Treasury to certain 
States in the South and West that are well known to be embraced 
within its provisions. 

Mr. Speaker, if I can be indulged for a very brief time, I would like 
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act to relieve purchasers of and indemnify certain States for swamp 
and overflowed lands disposed of, and for other purposes,’’ This title, it 
will be observed, is broad enough to cover almost anything that might 
be desired, not only in regard to the somewhat celebrated swamp-land 
grants, but as to anything else. Now what, in fact, are the grants of 
swamp lands to the States? The original of the acts making these 
grants are the acts relating to Louisiana, approved 2d March, 1849, and 
the act relating to Arkansas, approved 28th September, 1850. The 
fourth section of this latter act made its provisions apply to all States 
then in the Union having public lands. 

The purport of these acts is to grant to the States the swamp and over- 
flowed lands within their boundaries for the purpose of reclaiming them. 
They were evidently only intended as a grant of such lands as are wholly 
unfit for cultivation without the construction of levees and drains un- 
der a system so extensive that only the State itself is competent to un- 
dertake it. 

It is safe to say, Mr. Speaker, that of all the improvident legislation 
of Congress nothing has ever equaled these grants for abstracting pub- 
lic lands from the General Government without consideration. It isa 
well-known fact that under the differentand varyingsystenis of selection 
vast quantities of good arable lands have been obtained. 

The very title of this billshows that. Itisto relieve purchasers who 
have acquired titles from the United States for lands so desirable that 
the settler in search of a home going upon the land never suspected 
the land to be swamp Jand. The fact is these grants accomplished no 
good purpose and should never have been made. No such grants, [ 
venture to say, if attention is called to the fact, could now be obtained 
from Congress. Yet one of the provisions of this bill is to extend all 
these grants to all States admitted into the Union since 1860. 

The gentleman from Colorado speaks of this bill as an innocent, 
harmless statute to pay some old, just debt. Yet, if I am not mis- 
taken, his State without this act has not the shadow of a claim to any 
swamp lands whatever. I have not time to go into a full history of 
this legislation, and shall content myself with ealling attention to some 
of the most objectionable features of this bill. Since the passage of the 
swamp-land acts in 1849 and 1850 the Government of the United States. 
has been disposing of public lands in various ways—to States and cor- 
porations for public improvements by cash sales, by homesteads, by 
grants for public schools, and for some few other purposes. 

It is claimed that the swamp-land grants are grants in presenti, and 
that without requiring any designation whatever title at once passed 
to all swamp and overflowed lands to the respective States; that if by 
inadvertence the Government included in its gifts to a homesteader, 
or a sale or grant to any one, any land that can now be proven to have 
been swamp land, the State should now receive pay and indemnity for 
such lands at $1.25 per acre. No matter if the United States Govern- 
ment got but 12 cents per acre, or nothing at all, itshould pay the State 
at the rate of $1.25 per acre for all such lands. 

Further, no matter that it has been the State’s own negligence that 
it has not had the swamp lands designated heretofore, it now claims 
indemnity for its own negligence. 

These claims have no foundation in equity or justice. This bill is 
simply a convenient medium to get indirectly an appropriation for ben- 
efit of a State; and as it extends its benefits to many States, it of course 
has many friends. 

It does not, as I have observed, make an immediate appropriation, 
but it does make it the duty of the Administration to settle and adjust 
these alleged claims, and it expressly provides that each State shall 
have indemnity at the rate of $1.25 per acre for such claims. 

It further provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause 
such State to be credited with these amounts, and he shall apply the 
same on any debt due the United States by such State. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the drawers of this bill were careful to provide that 
none of this money should apply in the payment of the direct tax, as 
will appear from a reading of the second section. They eventuaily 
intend to have it money. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other questions concerning this bill that ought 
to be discussed before if is voted upon. The gentleman in charge of 
it intimates that its consideration is not to be pressed at this time, and 
I hope to have further time to speak of it if it is called up again in 
this Congress. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have offered to yield time to the gentleman if he 
desires it, but he refused to accept it unless I would surrender to him. 

Mr. JACKSON. I thank the gentleman very kindly; but in a dis- 
cussion of this kind we of the opposition have a right to be heard in 
our own time, and the gentleman’s merely yielding time is not satis- 
factory. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman understands that we have only one 
hour altogether for the consideration of this bill, and I now say to him 
that I do not intend to yield the floor to him or any other gentleman to 
make speeches in opposition te the bill, with no chance to reply to them 
at this time. I have consented not to proceed with the discussion at 
this time because as we can not pass it no good will come from it. 

If the gentleman compels the friends of the bill to go into the dis- 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask, by unanimous consent, to report from the 
Committee on Appropriations a bill making an appropriation for the 
enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act. 

The SPEAKER, 
Pennsylvania withdraws his point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to allow 
this bill to be presented and acted on at this time. 

Mr. SOWDEN, ‘The reason I have made the point of order is a pub- 
lic one. 

Mr. BURNES. 
in behalf of the public business. 


The bill which I desire to bring before the House is 
It makes an appropriation for the en- 
forcement of the Chinese exclusion act. Itis asked for urgently in order 
to carry out the law Congress has just passed. It is a public matter. 

Mr. NELSON. Have I the right to withdraw the matter which I 
have called up, and which is now pending? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman can do so if he wishes. 

Mr. NELSON. Then 1 will withdraw the bill and yield to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuURNEs] asks 
unanimous consent to present a bill, the title of which will be read by 
the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill making an appropriation for the enforcement of the Chinese exclusion 
act. 

Mr. PEEL. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for the purpose 
of presenting for consideration the bill to which I have referred. 

Mr. PEEL. The committee has only one hour for the consideration 
of bills which it has reported, and the gentleman can call his matter 
up after the morning hour as well as at this time. I do not like to 
yield at this time, as it will come out of the morning hour. I ask the 
Chair whether, if I yield, the time consumed will not come out of the 
morning hour ? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It will come out of your hour. 


ENFORCEMENT OF THE CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT, 


Mr. MCKENNA. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the time con- 
sumed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] in presenting 
the bill be not taken out of the hour belonging to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER, 
from California? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BURNES. I now ask, by unanimous consent, to present for 
consideration at this time a bill (H. R. 11581) making an appropria- 
tion tor the enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair wiil 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions 
of the act approved October 1, 1888, entitled “‘An act supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’ ap- 
proved the 6th day of May, 1882,"’ and to defray the expenses which may be in- 
curred in the enforcement of said act by the Secretary of the Treasury during 
the fiscal year 1889, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SOWDEN. As this is a bill of a public character and necessary 
for the public service, | withdraw my demand for the regular order. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask for the reading of the letter which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., October 9, 1888. 


Sir: The attention of the Congress is respectfully invited to the necessity of 
making some appropriation for the purpose of carrying into effect the provis- 
ions of the recent Chinese exclusion act, approved October 1, 1883. 

The enforcement of the act necessarily devolves in the first instance upon the 
collectors of the several ports of entry in the United States, and from the very 
nature of the service must require the maintenance of a special force of inspect- 
ors, guards, and other employés, and as entry may be effected into the United 
States not only at the ports upon the Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf coasts, but also 
across the Canadian and Mexican border lines, it is evident that a considerable 
force must be eventually employed in order to effectually enforce the provis- 
ions of the act. 

It would be difficult to givea detailed estimate of the expenditure which might 
be required for this purpose, but it is recommended that an initial appropria- 
tion of $50,000 be meade, and I inclose the draught of a provision to be inserted in 
some proper appropriation billifthis recommendation meets with the approval 
of the Congress. 

As the act in question relates to and in a measure regulates the subject of im- 
migration into the United States, it is believed that the money appropriated can 
be properly pee out of the immigrant fund provided for in the act of August 2, 
1882, entitled “An act to regulate immigration.” This fund is amply sufficient 
for this perpee, there being now to its credit upon the books of the Treasury 
the sum of $281,395.40. 

Respectfully, yours, 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


HUGH 8S, THOMPSON, 
Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER, 
United States House of Representatives, 
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Enforcement of Chinese exclusion act: For the purpose of carrying into effect 
the provisions of the act approved October 1, 1888, entitled “An act, a supple- 
ment to an act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 
Chinese,’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882,’’ and to defray the expenses which 
may be incurred in the enforcement of said act by the Secretary of tle Treasury 
during the fiscal year 1889, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BURNES. The Treasury asks, for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the provisions of the Chinese exclusion act, that the sum of 
$50,000 shall be paid out of the immigrant fund. We deemed that 
unnecessary, as that fund is in the Treasury, and therefore we have 
provided that the amount shall be appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up the bill (H. R. 
1407) to authorize the ( ourt of Claims to hear, determine, and render 
final judgment upon the claim of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee 
Indians. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. StToneE, of Kentucky, in the chair). 
The Chair is advised that the bill is upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PEEL. I hada bill of similar nature which was decided by the 
Chair could not be called up on private-bill day. Now this provides 
for allowing these Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians to appeal 
to the Court of Claims for the adjustment of their claim. They have 
kept up their tribal relations for the prosecution of that claim, and so 
far as that claim is concerned they stand as an independent tribe. I 
do not see, therefore, why, as it relates to a public matter, it should be 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the explanation of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas and a brief examination of the bill the Chair thinks 
itis a private bill. But the Chair will submit the statement to the 
House. 

Mr. PEEL. Permit me, Mr. Speaker, further to state to the House 
that there is a bill on the Calendar for the reimbursement of certain 
Indians that Speaker CARLISLE on last Friday decided was a public 
bill, and could not be called up on that day. It is a bill which em- 
bodies more of the elements of a private bill than the one now under 
consideration, and yet it was held by the Speaker to be a public bill 
within the rule. Besides the Chair on last Friday ruled that the bill 
disposing of the Pipestone reservation was a public bill. 

Mr. RYAN. What is this bill? 

Mr. PEEL. This is the Old Settler or Cherokee claim. 
House will consider it a public bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I submit, Mr. Speaker, one further consideration 
that appears to my mind a sufficient one to indicate that the gentleman 
from Arkansas is correct in the position he takes. As I understand it 
this is in pursuance of a treaty between the United States and an In- 
dian tribe. These treaties have always been regarded as quasi public— 
the tribe considered as one party to the treaty and the Government as 
the other—and of course a bill touching such a treaty, or aright grow- 
ing out of it, would seem to be, and ought necessarily to be, a public 
bill, just asif the other party were a foreign nation instead of an Indian 
tribe. Treaties can only be made with tribes of Indians or other parties 
upon the theory that the person with whom the treaty is made, the 
tribe, or whatever it may be, is an entity in itself, like a foreign nation, 
and a treaty so made is necessarily a public treaty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Is this bill subject to objection ? 
temporarily out of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A question has been raised as to 
whether it is a public or a private bill. It has been called up in the 
hour by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I shall object to it at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
if this is a claim on the part of a certain tribe of Indians against the 
United States under a treaty? 

Mr. PEEL. Itis. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is a public bill. 

Mr. PEEL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Butif it is a claim of individual Indians against 
the Government it is a private claim. 

Mr. PEEL. No; it is a claim of a separate band known as the Old 
Settlers or Cherokees, and for the purpose of presenting the claim they 
are considered as a separate tribe. Under the treaty of 1846, out of 
which this claim arises, they are recognized as a separate and inde- 
pendent tribe for the purpose of carrying on this claim against the 
Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I made the inquiry because I think it has been 
frequently held in the House that matters arising between the United 
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States and a tribe of Indians as an entirety have been held to be | 
public. 

Mr. PEEL. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. BEutif the claim relates to individuals of a t: 
against the United States, then it is a private matter 

Mr. PEEL. This is a publie bill for the reason that the tribe of In 
dians here are treated and held to be a separate band, independent o 
the other Cherokees, for the purpose of carrying on this claim agains 
the Government. Otherwise, I repeat, they belong to the Cherokee | 


Nation. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand that these are simply members of the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians. They are called the Old Settlers, 
though they belong to the same tribe, the name being given to them, 
perhaps, because they were pioneers moving into the Territory at an 
earlier date than the remainder of the tribe. They are simply a class 
of that nation who perhaps went ont there at an earlier period than 
the rest of the tribe. They have somerights growing out of the treaty 
of 1846, and this bill is intended to provide a remedy. Nevertheless, 
it seems to me that it is a public measure since it does not specify by 
name the beneficiaries. Hence, I think, under the rulings of the 
Speaker of the House heretofore it is a public bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the reading of the bill, and in 
view of former rulings of the Chair on this question, the present oecu- 
pant of the chair wi!l hold this to be a public bill, and that it has the 
right of consideration in this hour. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Ohio pro- 
poses to make the pvint of no quorum upon this bill I would like to 
know it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I certainly shall. 

Mr. PEEL. I think if the gentleman wil! reflect f 
the object of this legislation he will not do that. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand the objection does not go to the merits. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. When the time comes I will show the 
reason of the objection. 
ence of a quorum. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well, then, Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw 
the bill for the present. e 

There being no objection, the bill was withdrawn. 


or &@ moment on 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S.2110) gr 
through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord. 

The message further announced that the Senate had 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1190) for the re 
tate of Joseph Fenno. 

The message further announced that the Senate had 
report of the conterees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10896) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, and for other years, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
amend seccion 2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to 
allow persons who have abandoned or relinquished their homestead 
entries to make another entry. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8962) 
for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson. 
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I now ask to call up the bill (S. 1494) for present con- 


‘ 
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The Clerk will report the title of the 


ead, as follows: 


o the Cherokee freedmen and others their proportion of cer 


tain proceeds of land, under the act of March 3, 1883. 
Whereas it is provided in the ninth article of the treaty of July 19, 1356, be- 
tween the United States and the Cherokee Nation of Indians, that freedmen 
who have been liberated by voluntary act of their former owners, or by law, as 





well as all free colored persons who were in the (Cherokee) country at the com- 
mencement of the rebellion, and were then residents therein, or who might re- 
turn within six months, and their descendants, shall have all the rights of 


native Cherokees; and 
Whereas by the fifteenth article of the aforesaid treaty certain terms were 
provided under which friendly Indians might be settled upon unoceupied lands 





in the Cherokee country east of the ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, and 
the Indians thus settled were, upon full compliance with the provisions of said 
article, to be incorporated into and ever after remain a part of the Cherokee 
Nation, rpon equal terms in every respect with native citizens; and 

Whereas under the provisions of the aforesaid fifteenth article an agreement 
was entered into between the Cherokee Nation and the Delaware tribe of In- | 
diana, on the 8th day of April, 1867,which agreement was approved respectively | 
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purposes, approved March IS853, the su $500 000 was “‘approtr a 
paid into the treasury of the Cherokee Nat } f the funds r 
praisement for Cherokee lands west of the Arka R W s 
expended as the acts of the Cherokee Legislatur ect and 
Whereas by an act of the Chervkee Legislature, which was passed 
veto of the principal chief and became a law on the 19th day of May 
principal chief was directed to cause the said sum f Sox 0 to be paid out per 
capita to the citizens of the Cherokee Nation by blood, and which sum hasbeen 
paid out only to Cherokee citizens by blood, as directed by said act and 
Whereas by the said act of the Cherokee Legislature the aforesaid freedmen, 
Delaware und Shawnee Indians have been deprived of their legal and just dues 
guarantied them by treaty stipulations: Therefore 
Be u enacted, ete., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,the sum of $75,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary,to carry out the provisions of this act; and the 


amount actually expended shall be charged against the Cherokee Nation, on a 
count of its lands west of the Arkansas River, and shall be a lien on said lands, 
and which shall be deducted from any payment hereafter made on am ot 
said lands. The said sum,or so much thereof as may be y 
the Secretary of the Interior distributed per capita, first,among such freedmen 
and their descendants as are mentioned inthe ninth article of the treaty of July 
19, 1866, between the United States and the Cherokee Nation of Indians; 
among the Delaware tribe of Indians incorporated into the Cherokee Nation by 
the terms ofa certain agreement entered into between said Cherokee Nation and 
Delaware Indians, under the provisions of the fifteenth article of the aforesaid 
treaty, on the 8th day of April, 1867, and approved, respectively, by the President 
the United States and the Secretary of the Interior on the Iith day of April, 
7; and, third,among the Shawnee tribe of Indians incorporated into the 

herokee Nation by the terms of a certain agreement entered into between the 
said Cherokee Nation and Shawnee Indians, under the provisious of the afore- 
said article and treaty, on the 7th day of June, 1869, andapproved, respectively, 

y the President of the United States and the retary of the Interior on the 
Sth day of June, 1869,in such manner and in such amount or amounts as will 
equalize the per capita payment made to Cherokees by blood in accordance with 
the act of the Cherokee legislature aforesaid, out of the sum of $300,000 
priated by the act of March 3, 1883, aforesaid. 

} 


°o 
Mr. PEEL. As will be observed, during the last session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, in 1883, Congress appropriated $300,000 to the 


ount 


vecessary. shall be t 


second, 


se 


appro- 


¢ 
4 


| Cherokee Nation to be expended as the Cherokee council might direct. 


the |} 


the Cherokee council saw proper to distribute that money to their 
people; that is to say, that the Cherokees by their act excluded their 
treedmen who had been incorporated into their citizenship under the 
treaty of 1466 and who under that treaty were given all the rights and 
privileges of native Cherokees. It also excluded from the distribution 
the adopted Shawnees and Delawares who under agreement arising 
under the treaty of 1866 became citizens of the Cherokee Nation. The 
excluded parties in that nation appealed to the Department. The De- 


| partment investigated the question fully, but as shown by the pream- 


ble the principal chief of the Cherokee Nation vetoed the bill by which 
those freedmen and the other Indians were prescribed from a partici- 
pation in the distribution, but the council passed it over the veto by a 
two-thirds vote and it becamea law. When the attention of the De- 
partment was called to it they made a thorough investigation of the 
matter, and the bil} is substantially the same as it was approved by the 


| Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior and 


| jection? 





sent to the Forty-ninth Congress, or, I believe, first in the Forty-eighth 


Congress. 


It was very fully investigated by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
- ~ . ’ 


of which I was a member at that time, and I was chairman of the sub- 
committee having charge of the measure. We reached the same con- 


clusion, that these parties had been wrongfully exeluded and they 
were entitled to their share of that money. This bill then simply pro 
poses to appropriate $75,000, or so much money as may be necessary to 
pay these treedmen, Shawnees and Delawares, their proportion and to 
charge that to the Cherokee fund, or that so much of the Cherol 
fund shall be paid overto them. I believe that is about the substance: 
of the meastire, and I will now yield minutes to the gent n 
from Tennessee [Mr. PHELAN]. 

The SPEAKER protempore ( Mr. STONE, of Kentucky 
bil! does not appear to have been before the committee. 

Mr. PEEL. The House bill is reporied by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and I will ask that the Senate bill be substituted. That may 
perhaps require unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does require unanimous consent. 
The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous consent that the Senate 
bill be substituted for the House bill under consideration. Is there ob- 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEEL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. PHELAN }. 

Mr. PHELAN. I shall not detain the House by entering into an 
elaborate discussion of this bill, but will simply say that it has all 


oKkee 


ive 


The Senate 
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3 an exceptional o1 

1] I , when 
will not It does 
rout of the Treasury. The matter is 
the Cherokee Nation and these citi- 
} 1 by the Department, and it has twice 

d the 
SOW 


nat 


DI 


‘ 


> amount involved? 


I now move th 


y i the third time, and passed. 
‘EL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
yved that the laid on the table. 
n was agreed to. 
KIL RE. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that that bill bas 
1? Three or four gentlemen were talking to me here so that I did 
| Laughter. 


hey were all 


motion to reconsider be 
* moti 

GOR 
take in all that was going on. 
ir. HENDERSON, of Iowa. T 
ughter 

Mr. PEEL. Iwill say to my friend from Texas [ Mr. K1nGorr] that 


| 
J 
good conversationalists 
good conversatlonai ists. 





le he was engaged in that conversation he was doing good service 
3 country. { Laughter | 

r. PEEL. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1407) to 

\orize the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render fina} judg- 

nt upon the claim of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians. 
KILGORE. What is that? 

PEEL. This is the same bill which was read a while ago and 

h the Chair ruied was a publicbill. I will makea brief statement 

it, and I hope there will be no objection to the passage 

for certainly it is nothing but an act of justice. If we owe 

ndians anything I am sure that every honest man, and that 

se, every member of this House, will say that we 

rht 1 y it. If we do not owe them anything, of course we ought 

to pa em anything, and the country ought to know the facts. 

The subject-matter of this bill is the claim of the Old Settler Cherokees, 

who are known as the Western or Old Settler Cherokees of the Indian 

Territo They were the first Cherokees that went west of the Mis- 

r and | in the wilds in 1828. Under the treaty of 


1s 


oug 
not 





y 
issippi Rive located 

16, made between these people as a separate band of Indians and the 

( kee Nation of Indians and the United States, they were authorized 

sent their claims to the proceeds of their lands that were sold 

‘the Mississippi River, and they have been prosecuting that 

ty or forty years. TheSenate made two favorable reports 

1, Which is now included in this bill. 

» Forty-seventh Congress, it was referred to the Secre- 

r with authority to employ a special accountant to 

counts between this branch of the Cherokee people and 

of the United States and ascertain what amount, if 

i That special accountant examined the matter 
thoroughly and reported a Jarge amount as due—something over $400,- | 


; y 
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Mr. McRAE. I rise to pré 


Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference « 

] 1e House to 

f the United Stat 

ed their homesteat to make 


s agreed to recom 


ne amenaments Oi 
vised tutes < 
relinquish 
full and free conference 
tive Houses 
Amendment numbered L: That the Senate recede 
the amendment of the House numbered 1, and :« 
ke out the wo! 


respe 


amendment as foliows: In line 6 st 
words *‘ him or her upon t lands settled upon 
‘they have” and insert ‘‘he or she has;” and th: 
Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate recede 
the amendment of the House numbered 2, and agree to the same wit! 


} ment as follows: 


Strike outall ofsection 3 of sai damendment and ins« 
as follows: 

“Smo, 3. That the price of all sections and parts of se 
within the limits of the portions of the several grants of lands to aid 
struction of railroads, which have been heretofore and which may ! 
forfeited, which were by the act making such grants or have since 
creased to the double minimum price, and also of all lands within the limits of 
any such railroad grant, and not embraced in the grant lying adjacent to an 
coterminous with the portions of the line of any such railroad which shall 1 
be completed at the date of this act, is hereby fixed at $1.25 per acre 

And the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That t 
the amendment the House 
amendment as follows: Strike ot 
sert as follows: “‘ without proof of 
ditional entry; and if final proof 
for the original entry, when the ¢ 
issue without further proof.” <A as an additional section as follows: 

“Src. 5. That every persen entitled under the provisions of the homest 
laws to enter a homestead, who has heretofore complied with or who shall h 

rcomply with the conditions of said laws, and who shall have made his 

nal proof thereunder for a quantity of land less than 160 acres, and received 
the receiver's final receipt therefor, shall be entitled under said laws to ente 
by legal subdivisions of the public lands of the United States subject to home- 
stead entry, so much additional land as added to the quantity prev 
tered by him shall not exceed 160 acres: Provided, That in no case shall patent 
issue until the person making such additional homestead entry shall have 
ually and in conformity with the homestead laws resided upon and cultivate 
the land embraced therein, and otherwise complied with such laws.”’ 

Amend the title as follows: ke out the following words: ‘Amend s« 

2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” and add, after the word * 
try,’ the words “and for other purposes;’’ and the House agree to the same. 
THO. C. McRAF, 
BINGER HERMANN, 
JOS. WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. N. DOLPH, 
J. H. BERRY, 


Managers on the part of 


1 propos¢ 


tions of the 


been in- 


he Senate recede from its 
bered 3, and agree to the 
ifter the word ‘“‘acres”’ in lir 
residence upon and certification of the « 
f settlement and certification has been made 
yal entry is made, then the patent sl 


ot 


iously so en- 


Str 


‘ihe Senate, 


Mr. McRAE. I move the adoption of that report. 
The report was adopted. 
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would like some sufficient reason to be given why this should become 
a law atal! 

Mr LEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of re- 
plying to the remarks of the gentleman from California, who has just 
taken bis seat, or to discuss the pending report, but simply to occupy 
the attention of the House for a few moments relative to some of the 
statements made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], not 


long since, in regard to the expenditures under this Administration. I 
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' 
here. We all know the number of vessels that are being built under 
| the provisions for the increase of the Navy. 


do not propose to go into a general statement as to the appropriations | 
or expenditures of the public money, but simply to refer to one state- | 


ment in particular which was made by him—that in relation to the 
increase of public offices and of salaries. All of the other points made 
by him have been sufliciently and amply answered by other gentlemen 
on this floor. 

Appended to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois wasa state- 
ment that there had been during the last three sessions of Congress, in- 
cluding this one, 799 new offices created, with salaries aggregating 


$762,236.50 per annum. The gentleman did not trouble himself to | 


present the other side of this question and to show during that time 
what places had been dispensed with and what salaries had been abol- 
ished. I hold in my hand a statement of the offices that have been 


abolished, the appropriations for which have been discontinved during | 
j}annum. I also find that the salaries of 7 Senate employés have been 


the same period of time, aggregating 467 offices, at an aggregate com 
pensation of $515,665 per annum. I will not stop to read it, but with 
the consent of the House will incorporate it in the RECORD as a part of 
and at the close of my remarks. 

This statement, Mr. Speaker, shows that 467 offices with salaries ag- 
gregating $515,655 per annum have been discontinued during tpe three 
sessions of Congress referred to, and which at least should be consid- 


~ 





ered as a partial offset to the 799 new offices alleged by the gentleman | 


from Illinois to have been created during the same period. 

Now, as to the places enumerated as having been established, and 
which go to make up the total of 799, to which he alludes, I find upon 
an examination of the table presented by him that out of these places 
that are counted as offices established 62 are policemen of the District 
of Columbia, 12 are employés of the fire department, and 25 janitors 
of new school buildings erected in the District within the past three 
years, making a total of 99 places of this character which have been 
created during that time, or an increase of that many in the fire de- 
partment, the police service, and for the public-school buildings of 
this city, and which the gentleman enumerates in his list as a part of 
the new offices created under this Administration. 

Here is a great and growing city, a city which in 1880, I believe, con- 
tained about 150,000 inhabitants and now nearly 230,000. It is nota 
strange thing under such circumstances that tor the protection of pub- 
lic property and for the preservation of peace and order, for the pro- 
tection of property from fire,that there should have been this moderate 
increase; but I wish to call attention to the fact that this increased 
force is arrayed in the table of the gentleman from Illinois as a part of 
the increased officers of this Administration. 

In the consular service there appears to have been an increase of 
twenty-three new consulates during the three sessions. They are in 
fact not new offices created, but they are offices formerly compensated 
from the fees which they earned. By providing for them specific sal- 
aries, as has been done, the fees revert to the Treasury, a better service 
is obtained for the Government, and the revenue derived from the fees 
more than balances the aggregate of specific salaries paid. 

I find also that of this number one hundred are in the Patent Office. 
Gentlemen know very well how the Patent Office is run. It is not in- 
tended to be a source of revenue especially to the Government; but for 
the benefit of inventors and the country at large it is necessary that 
people having cases there should have them disposed of as rapidly and 
as efficiently as possible. As the country grows our progress has been 
faster; a large number of applications for patents have been filed there. 
It has been growing all the while, and, consequently, has necessitated 
this increase. 

During this period of time the Department of Labor was established. 
In that Department sixty-two of this increased number are employed. 
That Department was established tor the benefit of labor throughout 
the country. It was demanded by the laboring people and was made 
without an objection from either side of this House. 

Of the number suggested by the gentleman from Illinois I find also 
eleven United States Senate employés. These are Republican em- 
ployés provided for by the Republican Senate; and, as is well known 
here, of course it was consented to finally as a matter of necessity on 
the part of the House. 

Now, as to the General Land Office. In that great office there has 
been an increase of thirty-five newemployés. It is unnecessary for me 
to state here the reasons for this increase; they are many and obvious. 
The legislation which has occurred during this period, restoring to 
the publicdomain vast bodies of lands granted by Republican Congresses 
to railroad corporations, has opened the field to and increased the number 
of homestead settlers, thus multiplying the business of thisoverworked 
office. 

Then the increase of the Navy has caused an increase of ninety of 
this number in that Department, That has been sufficiently answered 


In that number of officers enumerated by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois I find forty-one employés connected with the new Library building. 
That was voted for by both sides of this House, and was a new eunter- 
prise not connected with the current business of the Government. 

‘The interstate-commerce law was also passed during this period, the 
‘ommission established and went into operation, and I find it has six 
employés. 

In the State, War, and Navy building I find there was fifty-six ad- 
ditional places. These are mostly charwomen and watchmen. There 
was a great building, which cost about $10,000,000, and which was not 


completed until a very shert time ago. It required additional wateh- 


men and charwomen to care for and protect that vast structure. 
I find also four additional employs in the service of the Civil Serv- 


| ice Commission, where the business has been accumulating on accountof 


the increased number of examinations and applications. 

Now, as to the increase of salaries. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] states there have been 350 salaries increased at an 
annual cost of $52,000. In examining his statement I find included 
therein the salaries of 78 employ¢s of the fire department of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia which have been increased from $20 to $40 each per 
increased and are charged as a part of the 350 referred to, and 165 char- 
women have had their salaries increased $60 per annum, making an 
aggregate of 250 salaries increased, which accounts for that number of 
the 350 submitted by him, leaving only 100 which I have not ac- 
counted for. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that of the whole number of sala- 
ries increased 7 were for Senate employés (Republican Senate); 165 
were for the poorly paid charwomen in the Departments, and 78 were 


| for the fire department force of the District of Columbia. 


I do not wish to detain the House at any length, but I will now sub- 
mit a few suggestions in regard to the Post-Office Department. In 
1882 there were 521 employés in that Department. In 1884—the last 
year of Republican administration—there were 568, and in 1888 there 
were 591. “These figures show an increase of only 70 employés from 
1882 down to 1888. 

Mr. MASON. I wish the gentleman would state whether the slight- 
ness of the increase accounts for the condition of the service. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will finish my statement and then will answer 
the gentleman’s question. The increase in the Department from 1884 
to 188 was only 23, and in 1884 the letter rate of postage was reduced 
from 3 to 2 cents per half ounce. The increase of 70 employés between 
1882 and 1888 is partly accounted for by the necessity of using addi- 
tional buildings, requiring the employment of 7 additional laborers, 12 
additional watchmen, 22 charwomen, 3 firemen, 1 engineer, and 2 ele- 
vator conductors. From these figures it will be seen that the increase 
included only 23 additional clerks. The percentage of in: rease in the 
clerical force was only a little over 4 per cent., while the increase in the 
number of post-offices was 23.8 per cent., and the increase in the postal 
business was 39 per cent. And, Mr. Speaker, this increase in the busi- 
ness has been effected notwithstanding the decrease of the letter postal 
rate from 3 to 2 cents per ounce, and the increase of the unit of weight 
from one-half to 1 ounce, and the reduction of newspaper postage from 
2 cents to 1 cent per pound. Of the increase of 70 in the number of 
employés in the Department from 1882 to 1888, only 23 have occurred 
during the present Administration; and this, notwithstanding the large 
increase in the service, shown by the figures I have already given, aud 
the necessity of using additional buildings. 

Now as to the question suggested by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MASON] a moment ago, it is really unnecessary for me to answer 
it, because the business men of this whole country know how greatly 
the postal service has increased, and it is not true, as is alleged in a 
general way by partisans upon this floor, that the service has been in- 
eflicient under this Administration. Gentlemen can make that state- 
ment in general terms and in a partisan manner here, but they can not 
substantiate it. The business men of the country will not testify that 
the charge is true. The business of the Post-Office Department has 
been greatly enlarged along with the business of the country, and it 
has been managed efficiently and frugally. 1 have here a statement 
of the increased expenditures and the increased revenues of the Depart- 
ment.’ I will not take time to read itin full now, but will incorporate 
it in my remarks, I wan: to call attention to one very significant por- 
tion of it, which shows the cost of every dollar of revenue trom this 
source during the different years from 1883 to 1888. In 1883 the cost 
was $1.04, in 1884 it was $1.08, in 1885 it was $1.17; in 1886, the first 
fiscal year of a Democratic administration, it was $1.16; in 1887 it was 
$1.08, in 1888 it was $1.03. It will be seen, therefore, that the last 
year makes the best showing of any year from 1883 down to the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What do I understand that statement to be? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It isastatement showing the cost of every dollar 
of revenue from the Post-Office Department, and it illustrates the in- 
dustry, the honesty, and the rigid economy with which that Depart- 
ment has been conducted under this Administration. And as I have 
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already said the decrease in the cost of collecting the revenue from this 
source has not in any way impaired the efficiency of the servic 
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Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia { Mr. CLEMENTS] to have stated emphatically that the etliciency 
of the postal service has been materi 7 increased 
present Administration. Now, I can speak with confidence on this 
question in regard to the part of the country which I represent. At 
the commencement of this session of Congress I called the attention of 
this House to the suffering condition of the postal service in Southern 
California: and I stated then a fact which has never been contradicted 
that on account of the inefficiency of the service or inadequate provision 


of late and under the 





| for it the mails had piled up in certain offices in Southern California, 
| and especially in San Diego, to such an extent that when there was a 
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| change made in the office of postmaster at that place the new incum- 
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bent found the office encumbered with a lot of mails which had never 
been handled or distributed, and in order to get rid of them he was 


| obliged to load them up on wagons and have them hauled down and 
} dumped into San Diego Harbor. 


That is a fact which can not be controverted or denied; and although 
there may have been an increase of appropriation for the postal ser 
ice, and may have been something like a general increase in its effi 
ciency, I can say that the beneficial effects of such increase have never 

reached our part of the country; and I assert that if we had hei 














oda of the Post-Office Department it would show clea lun 
equivocally that petitions are being received and piled up inthe De 
p rtment claiming relief that is but tardily afforded, if 

There may be no intention on the part of the Post-Offi« tment 
to withhold proper facilities from our part of the country t Laffirm 
that with reference to us the credit for economy which the Department 
claims is at the expense of the public convenience. Let me refer to 


one county of my district to show the growth of — ation and the 
increased necessity for postal facilities. In Los Angeles County two 
years ago the registered vote was a little over 17,000; the registration 
for this year has already reached 28,000. The increase is in about the 
same proportion in other counties of Southern California. Not a city 

r town of any pretensions in that section but is suffering for greater 
mail and postal service. 

Now, that isa fair sample (though it may appear a little exagyerated ) 
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I propose tosay a few words on that 
President ot the United States to this House 
triction act 1 to me in the nature of an 
j hat act of approval on his part—not an apology to this 
but evidently an apology to China; and in order to make the 
hich he approved a ceptable in some degree to the Chinese Gov- 
LP resident recommended in his apology that there be an 
yn of $276,000 from the public Treasury as a sort of sop to 
t in order to make the bill go down. And we 
yw asked in the rv the conference committee on this defi- 
y bill to approve that apology of the President to the Chinese Gov- 
nent for signing a bill passed by the Congress of the United States; 
, too, after China had rejected a treaty with this Government 
ered indemnity for alleged depredations committed upon 
residing in this country. 
A plaster for the bruise. 
VANDEVER. Yes, sir. Now, I can not see that this House 
called upon to approve that clause of the deficiency bill; and I agree 
entiré ly with every expression which has been mnie by my colleague. 
[ think this proposed appropriation ought to be rejected. We owe it 
to ourselves, we owe it to the people we represent and to the country 
at large, that the official acts of the President of the United States 
should not be accon ipanied with apologies to foreign governments, and 
that a consideration should not be tend red to such a govern- 
ment to make our Congress Lee 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Seusheen eae relations with Cl 
to the public, are somewhat delicate, if not st ae 
stated in ec rts rin qui arte rs that there were out influences operating 
to prevent the mi \intenance of such relations as, I scent, we seek to 
preserve with every nation on the face of the earth. Bethatas it may, 
the State Department seems to have been firmly of the opinion that 
this money ought to be appropriated, not only for the reason suggested 
the distinguished gentleman from California | Mr. McKEnNA]}, but 
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by 
as evidence of our willingness to pay for damages pe rpetrated upon 
citizens of a foreign country. Of course we want to pay our own citi- 
zens whatever is due them, but we can not do so in a moment nor in 
this bill. Let each claim stand on its own merits and bide its own 
time. That we can not now consider their claims seems not a sufli- 
cient reason why we should withhold payment to some one else of what 
seems to be a fair and reasonable obligation on the part of fhe Govern- 
ment toward citizens of a foreigu government for injuries suffered a! 
he h certain parties in some of the Territories of the United 
States. The amount of damage has been estimated at the sum pro- 
posed to be appropriated in this Senate amendme at; and it is but rea- 
sonable and fair that the damage thus perpetrated should be recog- 
nized and pai d for, even if not atric tly required by the law of nations. 
We feel that there is some sort of law at least to justify this payment, 
and if nowhere else, it is recognized in the hearts of mankind. 

I desire to say in justice to the House committee is that the com- 
munication with regard to this matter was with the conferees on the 
part of the Senate, or with the Senate, and the amendment was urged 
on the conferees of the House by our brethren of the Senate. It was 
an amendment which met the approbation of the Senate. It was no 
only urged by members of the Senate conference, but by others di: stin- 
guished in the councils of the nation at the other end of the Capitol. 

I will say to my friend from California it was agreed eee m and per- 
haps put upon the bill by the Senate 1 efore the reception of the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States. We were in conference 
for it numbe r of days. 

McKENNA. Is not that a reason for not continuing it, that it 

: put on the bill upon the supposition the Chinese treaty would be 
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J JRNES. I beg vour pardon, it was put on after the treaty 
was known not to have been ratified. If I am wrong in that, I will 
say we had a conference after it was known the Chinese Government 
had refused to ratify the treaty, and the Senate conferees insisted on it 
before the reception of the President’s message. The House conferees 
were indisposed to yield—I was, for one. When the message came it 
was urged as @ reason why the action supported by the Senate confer- 
ees should be yielded to on the part of the House conferees. Under 


the circumstances, as no one mind can see the whole of this proposi- 
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in warmly commending thisamendment to us. It can do no harm 
least, to agree to the amendment. The money will not be paid to t 
Chinese Government until after the State Department has fuliy 1 
considered the matter with nce to some further negotiation and 
arrangement which may be beneficial to the country. 
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DINGLEY. Mr. recently 
made in this House by the 
seems to me that my friend fr 
the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
the same subject, and the g ent! eman from : Missouri { Mr. BURNES], have 
entirely lost sigh tof the real point which was made by him in his argu- 
ment. If I understood the gentle man from Jllinoi s arigh in the state- 
ment made in this House a few wee in which he alleged that 
the appropriations had been | irgel ly increased under the present Ad- 
ministration, that the n r of officials had been enlarged, and that 
the amounts paid in salaries had ‘eon increased over what they h: id 
been under a Republican administration, the gentleman from Illinois 
did not intend to make the all 


egation that these increases had been 
unnecessarily and ex ‘eumeien itly made, 
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but he intended in calling at 

tention to them simply to remind gentle men on the other side of the 
House that in 1884, pe nding the Presidential election, they had charge 

choutt Lise ountry an lin this H ouse,asgentlemen will well remem- 
that the Republican party and the Republican administration had 
largely, unnecessarily, and extravagantly increased the appropriations 
and the number of officials, as well as their salaries, and that if the 
country would only give t hana (the Democratic party) the control of 
the reins of Government, then they would show to the people of the 
country a large reduction of the appropriations and a large reduction 
of the number of officials and the amount of the salaries. The gentle- 
man from Illinois simply called attention to the fact that these promises 
under which our nds on the other side came into possession of the 
Government in ual control of it in 1885, 


yas 


ber, 


1884, entering upon the act 
had not been redeemed in any respect. 

I take it that that was the only point the gentleman from Hlinois 
had in mind in presenting the statistics which he did; and the very fa 
that it required the gentleman from Texas, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and the gentleman from Georgia to undertake to explain why all 
of these additions to the appropriations had been made, how the.num- 
ber of officials had been increased and how the salaries had been multi- 
plied; I say, the fact that it was necessary to show that the business 
of the country had increased and had rendered necessary a large in- 
crease in official force and emoluments, is sufficient also as an explana- 
tion of all increases of appropriations under prior administrations. I 
take it for granted that not only under prior administrations, but under 
this present Administration the expenditures of the Government on the 
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Mr. SOWDEN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 


ent Administration permitted the revenue to accumulate at the rate of | question ? 


about ten millions per month in the time between the 4th of March, 
1885, and October, 1885, so that in the latter month the amount of idle 
money in the Treasury had reached some $66,000,000. 

Now, observe my point. I say there was no sufficient reason for re- 
fusing to use that idle money to call in and pay off the 3 per cent. 
bonds during that period, and especially no reason for such action by 
a Democratic administration, in view of the fact that the Democratic 
leaders had appeared upon the platform and had risen in this House 
during the pendency of the Presidential election of 1884 and had charged 
upon the Republicans that they had not used the surplus in paying oft 
the debt as rapidly as they ought to have done, but had permitted an 
accumulation of at least three hundred millions of idle money in the 
Treasury, although as a matter of fact, on the 4th of March, 1885, the 
amount was only $8,000,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Hendricks in his campaign speeches put the 
‘‘surplus’’ at four hundred millions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, gentlemen, in order to make a show of justi- 
fication for your statements as to the enormous accumulation in the 
Treasury you had to include the one hundred millions of greenback 
redemption, you had to include gold and silver against which there 
were outstanding certificates, you had to include money which had 
been set aside to meet bonds and to pay interest which had matured, 
money which was necessary to meet the constantly maturing obliga- 
tions of the Government. Now, 1 am not so much complaining of 
what was done during the period I have mentioned, as I am calling at- 
tention to the fact that the very gentlemen who, during the campaign 
of 1884, had charged upon the Republicans that they were holding in 
the Treasury a vast amount of idle money, and who were promising 
that if they should come into power they would use that idle money 
in paying off the debt, when they did come into power not only did 
not increase the payments upon the debt but stopped them entirely for 
six months and allowed an extra accumulation of $58,000,000 of idle 
money between the 4th of March, 1885, and October of the same year. 
Iam calling attention to this, and also to the fact that by their own 
admission, appropriations have been increased under the present Ad- 
ministration, officials have been increased under the present Adminis- 
tration, and salaries have been increased under the present Administra- 
tion, 

I do not say unnecessarily increased, and neither did the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. But, nevertheless, gentlemen, you admit 
that they have been increased; increased, as you say, no doubt prop- 
erly, because the business of the country has increased; but I am call- 
ing attention to the fact that what you said in 1884 that you would do 
if you should come into power you have not done, and that you are 
confessing, by the position which you take now, that your charges 
against the Republicans in 1884 had nosortof foundation. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. You have contrasted Democratic action with Re- 
publican action as to the public debt. Now, is it nota fact that a 
Democratic House passed a bill for the refunding of that debt, reduc- 
ing the interest to 3 per cent., a reduction which would have saved on 
the amount of outstanding bonds about $16,000,000, and did not Pres- 
ident Hayes veto that bill, and, on account of that veto, did not the 
people have to pay millions of money in interest before the bonds were 
refunded ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman now is going back many years. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I go back to show what was done with reference 
to this same debt. You have been talking about the action of the two 
parties with regard to the debt, and I want the whole of the facts to go 
before the country, and I say that the people had to pay from ten to 
sixteen million dollars additional, in interest, on account of that veto 
by a Republican President. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman has gone back to 1877 or 1878 for 
the purpose of finding an excuse for what occurred in 1885. Now, I 
wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that under the bill 
introduced by Senator Windom the very bonds of which he has spoken 
were subsequently refunded at 3’per cent. interest, under conditions 
far more favorable to the Government than those which were proposed 
in the bill vetoed by President Hayes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No,sir. President Garfield’s administration saw 
that the action of the Hayes administration would be their ruin, and 
they got remission down to 3} per cent., and the Democratic House 
forced the rate down to 3 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not atall; but—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. But millions of interest had been paid out in the 
mean time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Having the floor, Mr. Speaker, I think I shall en- 
deavor to occupy half the time myself. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
him with his permission. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was entirely willing to yield for a question, but 
I am not willing to yield for a speech. 


I interrupted 


Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know whether the gentleman’s 
lamentations about the charges which he alleges were made against his 
party prior to the last Presidential election is not the result of the im- 
pression which those charges made upon the public mind and the suc- 
cess with which they met before the people in contributing to the elec- 
tion of the present President of the United States ? 

Mr.MILLIKEN. Thegentleman acknowledges, then, that he clected 
his President under false pretenses ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Not at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. WhatIlam calling attention to is that by what has 
been said here to-day it is confessed that all of the charges that were 
made against the Republican party and the Republican administration 
in the campaign of 1884, by means of which, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. SOWDEN] well says, the people were deceived into 
the election of the Democratic candidate, were without foundation. 
That is what I am calling the attention of the House and of the coun- 
try to at this time. You admit, I say, that there was no foundation 
for your charges, because, instead of reducing the appropriations, as you 
said you would if you should get into power, alleging as you did that 
the Nepublicans had been extravagant and profligate in their expendi- 
tures,instead of reducing the appropriations as you promised, you have 
increased them. You say, very properly, I think, that you have in- 
creased them because the country has grown; but did not the country 
grow during the period of the Republican administrations as well as 
since? Why could you not have been honest enough in the campaign 
of 1884 to have owned up that there had been no profligate ex pendi- 
tures, and that the increase of appropriations which had been made 
had resulted simply from the increased business of the country. Why 
did you not admit that explanation of the increase under the Repub- 
lican administrations, just as you offer it now in explanation of the in- 
creases which you have made yourselves? 

Now, your Administration has come into power on the charge that the 
Republicans had been maintaining unnecessary officials. I heard the 
charge made on dozens of stumps that there were twice as many ofli- 
cials as ought to be maintained, and that our party had been using 
them for political work; and it was promised that if you should come 
into power you would reduce these officials and these salaries. And 
now, by your confession here to-day you have not only not reduced the 
number of officials, but have increased them and have increased sala- 
ries, And you give the very appropriate excuse that the business of 
the country has increased; that it was necessary to have the utmost 
efficiency possible. I accept the excuse, but call attention to the fact 
that in giving this excuse you convict yourselves of having deluded and 
deceived the people in 1884, and induced them to elect your candidate 
for the Presidency in the belief that he would do something which now 
you confess he has not done, ought not to have done, and could not 
have done. 

Mr. SOWDEN. One word more. Does not the gentleman from 
Maine know that his party to-day through their newspapers and public 
speakers are parading before the country these very facts, and are claim- 
ing for electioneering purposes that under this Administration the ap- 
propriations have been increased some $90,000,000; and is not this done 
for the purpose of imposing upon the people—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. In other words, the gentleman means to say that 
we are trying to do what his party did. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Is not this done for the purpose of inducing the 
people to vote for the Republican Presidential ticket upon these allega- 
tions that the present Administration has been more profligate in the 
expenditure of public moneys than even its predecessor? Does not the 
gentleman know further that in reply to the statements of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Camron) the ventleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] has put forth a full and unanswerable explanation of every 
charge, accounting satisfactorily for every item.of increase, and which 
increase included some $30,000,000 for additional pensions in excess of 
the amount granted by the administration immediately preceding the 
present? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amount is stated a large number of millions 
too high. 

Mr. SOWDEN. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
will go on. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Has not the gentleman himself used this very argu- 
ment in a recent speech in the State of Pennsylvania—the argument 
that this Administration has been far more extravagant than the pre- 
ceding one—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have not used that argument at all in that form. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And has the gentleman been frank enough to give, 
in explanation of the increased appropriations, the real reasons for it, 
namely, the increased allowance for pensions, the natural growth of the 
country, and the enlargement of the public business? a 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that the only use I have made personally in my arguments of this in- 
crease of appropriations and officials and salaries has been in precisely 
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f to have been without foundation; that officials and PI ra- ie Republican administrations of the Government were ext 
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ministration, not to say more rapidly, than under previous adminis- | out some degree of self-stultitication t was not, then {th 
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Representatives of the Democratic party have claimed—and it was | but it was as to the character of t] xpendit t ! 
not for me to say the claim was not just—that this increase was b se | ner in which they ought to] 
of the increase in the businessof the country. but Ihave e called atten- | were not. 
tion to the fact that by this conf ession they admit tha 1884, | lo that subject the gentleman | made no all 
they charged that Republican administrations had n ele ly increased | make none. I call the attention of the Hous i try t 
appropriations, had been making prof ligate « expenditures, and that if | fact, however, that in the discussion of t 1es ! 
the Democrats should come into power appropriations and officials and | in justice and mM fairness, contrasting { of the « I 
salaries should be reduced, they obtained power under a pretense | under this Administration as against the want of the expendit 
which their own official conduct has not verified; for instead of reduc- | under the former administrations. Applause on the De rat 
ing these expenditures they have increased them in various direct of the House. } 
I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether that argument is not | in saying this, sir, I only state a t, without any partisan fe 
legitimate and sound? or design. I simply call the attention of my friends on the other side 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘The gentleman’s party makes the same « ge | and the country, to the fact that for the last four years the money that 
against us to-day which he says representatives of the Democratic party | has been expended has been expended without causing a single blush 
made against the Republican administration in 1884 on any American cheek. Can you say as mu preceding admi 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the difference between your statements and | trations ? 


ours is that yours are now shown to have been untrue, 
not deny that the statements we make aretrue. That is qu 
difference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
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A single word further. The three respons« 


we have had to the statements made afew weeks ago by the gentleman 
from Illinois | Mr. CANNON] show that the people, in accepting — 
the charges in 1884 that the Republican party had been profli; n 
expenditures, had increased officers and salaries unnecessarily, were 
deluded. You did make the people believe those charges, but now you 
confess that they were without foundation. In reference to all such 
charges which we hear from time to time on either side of the House 
I think it may be said, with the experience we have had, that we un- 
dervalue somewhat the intelligence of the people on matters of this 
kind. There was no ground in 1884foryourcharges. Idonot believe 
there is ground now to any great extent for any charges of extravagant 
and unnecessary appropriations and the creation of unnecessary offi- 
cials; but I believe we have now the same reason and stronger reason | 
to make such charges than you had in 1884. ButI believe, asamatter 
of fact, such things are hardly being alluded to now by speakers on our 


side except for the purpose of calling attention to the fact 
ceived the people in 1884. 

I believe the people of this country, without respect to party 
to carry on the affairs of the nation as economically and as efliciently as 
may be under the circumstances; and although there are occasional in- 
stances of falling away from duty, and occasional instances of unwis¢ 


, intend | 


that you de- | 


and improper expenditure, yet I do not want the people of the country | 


to be led into the beliefeach party coming into power is doing all it can 
to spend profligately the money of the people and to appoint oflicers 
unnecessary, and, in other words, is not to be trusted for fidelity or for 
common honesty in the management of the affairs of the nation. 

I regretted in 1884 when you recklessly made these charges against 
the Republican party and made so many people believe there 
some foundation for them. I regretted to see it, for to some extent it 
undermined the confidence of the people in the integrity of the p 
service, and I think there is no necessity for anything of that kind. 

The two great parties of the country are divided on great lines of 
public policy. Let us hold the discussion in reference to the line of 
division, disagreeing honestly with reference to our views on this mat- 
ter, discussing them candidly, and not on every occasion which may 
come up charging upon the other side dishonesty, want of integri ty, 
want of fidelity. But I do not allude to any of these facts I have 
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brought forward, to this increase of expenditure, to this increase of 


officials under the present Administration, or to the increase of salaries 
for the purpose of making any charges with respect to its efliciency and 
fidelity, but simply to hold a mirror up to you in order that you may 
see the charges you made in 1884, and upon which I believe you came 
into power, were without foundation and deceived the people of this 
country. 

Mr. BURNES. I have no disposition to engage in this discussion, 
but I wish to express a word or two 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve my time. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to express a word or two of admiration for 
much the gentleman from Maine has said in regard to the subject 
under discussion, and perhaps I would be permitted to express the feel- 
ing I have that he has been exceedingly adroit. If he had alluded ex- 
clusively to the surplus and money question, to the purchase of bonds, 
subjects which belong to another committee of this House, and not to 
the subject of appropriations, I should have been entirely content to 
say nothing. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has studiously avoided 
alluding to the real proposition on which, in my judgment, the Demo- 
cratic party succeeded in the election of 1884. The Democratic party 
have been in power in this House, with one exception, from 1875 to this 
time, and it was in some sense responsible for appropriations during 
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that existed in somes Sean nts of the administrations that pre i 
the present one at least. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
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crying about ‘* corruption”’ i the Repu an party evei 
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Mr. Tilden, » he to run as a candidate for governor « 
eat State of ! y York, saw with his political sagacity that it w 
| use for him toattempt to accomplish a Democratic victory in th: 
and a Democratic victory in this country upon the old lines upon w 


| you had been working for so many years He saw you had gor 
hind in that. He saw that the peo} yle of this country would not 
trust you with the reins of Government simply on the claims that 
had been setting up, it there was but one way for the D 
cratic party to succe iat « ee which was to commen 
attack upon the integrity of the party in power, and to inaug 
your talk about wise reforms in Governmental administration. W 
you then took up the cry, and have been crying it ever sinec 
have been a good deal like the old lad ‘ who made up a story and told 


Whatever we « 





anor can not say, I simpl: ) i 
phasizing the assertion that the people of this country 
publican party out of power, in my judgment, not because of th 
umount of money that was appropriated through Congress, but be 
of the waste and extravaga of integrity, as they bel: i 


ce and want 
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it and told it told it so often that she began to believes 
herself, and who finally was ready to swear to the tt uth of it anywhe: 
when as a matter of fact in the first beginning she did not bel 

word of it herself and knew that it was false. 

You know how it was in the Jast campaign. I happened to have a 
little something to do with that myself, and I have a distinct recolie 
tion of a certain distinguished member of the Democratic party 
went all through the State of New York—and I know that because I 
followed him myself—who stated everywhere, and used it and urged 
it in argument against the Republican party, that there was horded up 
in the Treasury of the United States as a surplus $300,000,000, which 
was held there for corrupt purposes. 

Mr. Hendricks, your candidate for Vice-President, who was perhaps 
a little more intense, or a better Democrat than the person to whom | 
refer, made the statement still more e ae He said that there 
was four hundred millions. And yet, Mr. to show how much 
reliance was to be placed upon such state me nt that, when your 
party came into power in this Government and party of which I 
am amember had gone out, and the whole question of surplus was dis- 
cussed, as it was discussed in this House. there was a statement made 
that we had left but about eight millions of surplus in the Treasury, 
a statement on the floor of this House to which there was no denial. 
It could not be denied because it was the truth 4nd when one gen- 
tleman who had gone through that campaign and had stated that 
three hundred millions of surplus was in the Treasury, kept there by 
the Republican party for corrupt purposes, was asked why he made the 
statement when, as a matter of fact, there was only eight millions, 
had nothing to say. 

But, sir, you went further than that. You stated that the Repub- 
lican administration of the Government was rotten with corruption; 
and one distinguished Democrat, when it was proposed to appoint Carl 
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Schurz as Secretary of the Interior, said that would not do, that it was 
all rotten with corruption; that your party was going to put in the 
breaking-up plow and turn it all out to the light, and that Carl Schurz, 
having once been Secretary of the Interior, might be very much em- 
barrassed to be in that position under such circumstances, But what 
did you do? One of your party was appointed as Secretary of the In- 
terior, and he was a man who was honest enough to admit, as I have 
been credibly informed, that he never found so systematic a method 
as had been pursued in conducting the administration of that Depart- 
ment, and that everything was correct and straight. You had the 
vaults of the Treasury overhauled; you had the moneys counted; you 
found the books all right; you found the money all there; you found 
everything, down to a defalcation of 2 cents, but I understand that 
even that was afterwards discovered where some not very careful Dem- 
ocratic counter had dropped the money upon the floor, where it was 
afterwards discovered. 

Now, I say this but to emphasize the statement of my colleague [ Mr. 
DINGLEY]. I donot charge upon the Democratic party, as he does not 
charge upon it, that these increases in expenses which you have made 
have been unnecessary; and I say further that I believe it is demoral- 
izing to the people of the country—lI believe it is a public injury that 
in the political campaigns or at any other time these reckless state- 
ments should be made regarding any administration, for when the peo- 
ple of the country are brought to believe that their public servants and 
those standing as high as the President of the United States and his 
Cabinet are corrupt and dishonest they will find that the strongest pos- 
sible excuse and inducement to be sothemselves. And I would be glad 
if this should be the last of these indiscriminate attacks on the char- 
acters of administrations. 

My friend from Missouri may iterate and reiterate his statement 
in regard to the corruption of Republican administrations before his 
party came into power; but Isayagainit istheold story. It not only 
has never been verified, but the last three and a half years of Deimo- 
cratic rule have proved its falsehood. All this time you have had 
ample opportunity for investigation, and Lave shown nothing crooked 
or wrong. ‘The silence of your officials is the fullest and most concla- 
sive proof that Republican rule was as clean as it was patriotic. Gen- 
tlemen will please remember in what condition the country was when 
you relinquished the Government. You handed it over to us in the 
flames of civil war. If you will remember this, and what a great crisis 
we had to go through, if you will also remember the demoralizing in- 
fluences of a great civil war, all of which fell upon our hands, while we 
handed back the Government to you with the nation peaceful and pros- 
perous—! think if you will recall these facts, and look through the his- 
tory of our country during that period, you will say that we came out 
of a great contest and down to the present time with as‘clean hands and 
pure adininistration of the trust confided to us as can be found in the 
records of the affairs of men. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I want to call the attention of the House to one sin- 
gle fact; and I do it for the purpose, if possible, of riveting the atten- 
Lion of the Committee on Appropriations to that fact, so that it may be 
taken into consideration. Ido not make any complaint against the ih- 
crease of the official force in any Department. 1 believe that the in- 
crease in some of the Departments, at least, should be greater than it 
is. I simply want to call attention to one Department, and that is the 
Department of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. There has 
been, as stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], an 
increase in the clerical force of that Department; and yet what do we 
find ? 

Notwithstanding there has been an increase in the clerical force there 
as compared with that under the Republican administration, yet the 
work is getting further and farther behind during the present Admin- 
istration, Let me give an illustration: When a man enters a piece of 
land and lives upon it for a period of six months and applies to have 
his title completed he pays $200 to the Government, and yet he is un- 
able to obtain evidence of his title for three years after he has paid the 
last dollar into the Treasury. Now, the gentleman from Georgia says 
that the Patent-Office is run in the interest of the inventors, and that 
the inventors pay the money for carrying on that office. 

So is it with the Land Office. The man who enters these public 
lands pays the Government for them. If he enters under the home- 
siead laws he pays the officers the fees, and yet it is years and years 
before he can get evidence of his title. If he takes land under the pre- 
emption or timber-culture laws, he pays to the Government $200 for 
160 acres of land, and the homesteader or pre-emptor pays all these ex- 
penses, so that the Government is not out one dollar. Yet he is com- 
pelled, in the absence ofany contest, in the absence of any suspicion that 
may be cast upon his title, to wait three years, as it is at present, before 
he can obtain from the Government evidenceof his title. Under Repub- 
lican administration I admit that the title could not issue immediately, 
but it could issue in a shorter time than three years. 

What I want to impress on the Committee on Appropriations when 
the appropriations bills are considered and brought in during the 
short session of the Fiftieth Congress is, that the force of the Land 
Office should be so increased that these men who have paid their money 
should have evidence of their title from the Government within a rea- 
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sonable time. It might at least be shown that they had paid their 
money into the Treasury of the Government. 

[ Cries of ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 


| [Mr. BuRNEs] if amendment 107, as modified by the conference report 


presented by him, excludes the $911.20 balance claimed by Grosvenor 
Lowrey, one of the special counsel in the Bell telephone cases ? 

Mr. BURNES. It does. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment relating to the extension of cer- 
tain laws over the Public Land Strip has been disagreed to, and is not 
in this conference report. The proposition to pay a year’s salary to 
the widow of a gentleman who died of yellow fever is not in the report. 
The proposition to pay the widow of the late Chief-Justice Waite the 
balance of a year’s salary is not in the report. 

Mr.RYAN. I suppose my friend means that the Senate has receded 
from those amendments. 

Mr. BURNES. The Senate has receded from those amendments, 

In regard to the proposition concerning the establishment of an in- 
stitution for the purpose of assisting in the eradication of polygamy in 
Utah Territory I desire to make a brief statement, more for the purpose 
of calling the attention of the Treasury Department to the facts than 
anything else. We found that matter—I may call it that appropri- 


| ately—in this condition. Some $40,000 had gotten into the hands of 


Governor West to be expended by him at the will or wish or on the 
order of a corporation organized in the Territory of Utah by some good 
women, doubtless, who had interested themselves in the work of ex- 
tinguishing polygamy. That money was there in the hands of no 
bonded officer, subject to be expended by private persons. It was held 
and liable to be expended by parties who were not under any bond to 
the Government of the United States. By the amendment as now 
agreed upon the first thing we accomplish is to get that money, the un- 
expended balance of the two preceding appropriations, into the hands 
of a bonded officer of the United States to be appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

On investigation it will be found that there are marked discrepan- 
cies in several financial statements that have been made to the mem- 
bers of the committee and possibly to the House. That is to say, in 
one financial statement I found the total amount received—appar- 
ently stated at $40,000; expended in temporary home, $13,500; paid 
for some lots in Salt Lake on which the building is to be erected, 
$10,500; leaving a balance of $16,000 out of $40,000. But it appears 
that there were $48,800 drawn out of the Treasury; and the account, 
instead of starting with $40,000, as it does in this financial statement 
of the corporation alluded to, should start with $48,800. And then 
the $13,500 alleged to have been expended under the direction of the 
corporation should be carefully considered, for the reason that the 
$40,000 drawn out of the Treasury were drawn as stated in this finan- 
cial estimate in the month of August last, two months ago, and that 
$13,500 is deducted from the $40,000 instead of the $48,800, when it 
could not in the nature of the transaction have been expended alter 
the date it was received. 

Now, it is simply impossible for them to have spent $13,500 since 
August last, and there is no pretense that there has been any such 
amount expended. 1 think it will be found upon investigation that the 
expenditures for the first year, as reported by Governor West in his an- 
nual report to the President, were included in the $13,500, without 
raising the debt entry from $40,000 to $48,800. At all events it will 
furnish some little work for the Treasury Department, which I trust 
and know it will carefully perform. 

The amount of appropriation asked for in the Senate amendment was 
$80,000. We give only $32,000. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURNES. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I simply want to ask whether the gentle- 
man desires to have this bill passed? If he does, I ask him to let it 
be passed without any more talk. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I move the previous question. [Renewed laughter. ] 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. LI ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 3, 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has-voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. DouUGHERTY] and the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. BuRNEs 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 45, noes 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida insist upon the 
point of no quorum? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, if it isin order I move tha 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BURNES. I hope the House will not adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and it was not 
agreed to—ayes 7, noes 30. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope my friend from Florida [Mr. DovcHErty], 
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| t ¥y, Wlil der hi opposition 
and will not call Di 1 am sure that when jh 
this is a bill p xe of which is necessary for the p 
he will feel that opposition to it ought not to be: ‘ 
way. Itisal which I believe meets the almost 
bation of both sides of the House, and I hope that the gentlem 
the gencrosity of his nature (for I know him to |} 
will withdraw his opposition. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

BURNES (before the annou ment of t] I 
ker, I move that the House do now ourn 

Mr. HOOKER. Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, Ir toa 
tion of privilege. Idesire to make a motion to reconsider a vot 
was taken on yesterday in the House. During my absence a bi 


called up by the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands for the 
creation of 2 new land district in the southern part of 


vas a bill which had been introduced by my colleague, Colon I 
DALE, who represents that portion of the State. é r 
district is located in my own city of Jackson, in the county in which 
I live. Sometime ago, when the bill was first reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, my colleague, Colonel STOCKDALE, came to 
6-——= 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HooKER] that a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed was made yesterday and was laid on the tabl 0 
that unanimous consent will be required to reopen the question 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam going to ask unanimous ec t to set 


the vote laying the motion to reconsider on the table, and I am offer 
my reasons for m: ¢ that request. 





The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. } a 6. Tay- 
LOR | objects. . 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will not object to my making 
a statement. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I do not object to the ger yan making 
his statement, but I object to the result. 

Mr. HOOKER. ThenI will makethe statement, and the gent] i 





can object to the request if he pleases. When that bill was brought 


into the House with a favorable report from the Committee on Public | 


Lands my colleague, Colonel STOCKDALE, sought me ‘ i 
said that he had had several opportunities to call up the bill and hav 
it passed, buf that, in deference to my known opposition to it, he 
would not call it up in my absence, and therefore had not 
self of these opportunities. On yesterday I was in the city and in t! 
House during the greater part of the day, but at the time this bill was 
called up I was not in the House. I had been called out on a matte 
of business which detained me thirty or forty minutes, and relying 
upon the statement previously made to me by my colleague I did no 
suppose it was necessary for me to be here to watch the bill; on the 
contrary, I expected that I would be notified when it was to be called 
up in order that I might have an opportunity to state my objections to 
it. My colleague did not say to me directly that he would not call up 
the bill at any other time in my absence, but the implication in what 
he said was very strong that he would not call it up without gi 
notice. 

I think it important to me that I should make this statement. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the order by which the motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table be set aside. In this way the bill 
presented by the committee will stand as passed by the House, with 
the motion to reconsider pending. This is all I ask; and I appeai to 
the usual fair-mindedness and justice of my colleague not to interpose 
any objection to this request, which I suppose will meet no objection 
from any other quarter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ohio 
to object. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand him now to withdraw the ob 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw my objection. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi ? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to say, in justice to myself, that if I 
used any expression which led my colleague to think that I would not 
call this bill up in the House, such a thing was entirely foreign to my 
intention. I was about to call the bill up by unanimous consent, and 
asked recognition for that purpose; but in conversation with my col- 
league he told me that he would object. I did not call it up and lost 
for the time my privilege of recognition. Afterward, when I again had 
opportunity to be recognized, and the Speaker told me I was at the 
head of the list, I did not ask unanimous consent to bring the bill up, 
because my colleague was not in the House. 

But I never intended to say—and I do not know how my colleague 
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| tion of the Union Pacific Railroad 
between Council Bluffs, lowa, and Or 
mity with law, or if tl iers 


could have so understood me—that I would not try to have the bill } 


passed in the House regularly under the rules. I knew that my col- 
league was in the House when the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
McRAE] commenced to call up bills on the Calendar of the Public 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom | 
was referred the bill (S. 3619) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9464) for the relief of Hudson G. Lamkin, re- | 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 

THE CIVIL SERVICE. | 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Select Committee to Examine into 
the Condition of the Civil Service I present the report of the commit- | 
tee, together with the testimony taken by it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the report ? 

Mr. HALE. Ishould like an order to have 
copies printed of the report and the testimony. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say, as the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLODGETT ] is not present, that he desired me, if he was not present, 
to ask in behalf of the minority that leave might be given to file any 
report they may desire to make upon the subject at any time during 
the session. I ask that that leave may be granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and | 
the leave is granted. The report is not accompanied by a bill or reso 
lution ? 

Mr. HALE. The report is not yet accompanied by a bill. 
committee will further sit and further investigate. 

REVENUE-BILL 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing | 
to report favorably a Senate resolution, and I ask for its present consid- | 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALDRICH Oc- 
tober 9, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That in addition to the usual number there be printed 750 copies of | 
the testimon y acco:npanying Senate report No, 2332 for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. What report is that? ° 

Mr. MANDERSON. The testimony taken by the Finance Commit- | 
tee on the revenue bill. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. | 
FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed tothe report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 3559) to amend section 
2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United States toallow persons who 
have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make an- | 
other entry. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 70) to provide for warehousing fruit brandy; 

A bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to Leopold Mayer; 

A bill (S. 664) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. 
Chamberlain, of California; 

A bill (S. 741) for the relief of William Tabb; 

A bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1089) for the relief of Henrietta M. Sands, widow of the 
late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F, Sands, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 1219) granting a pension to David Heinbach; 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (8. 1671) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; 
A bill (S. 1926) granting a pension to William Smith; 

A bill (S. 2567) granting a pension to Nancy Polock; 

A bill (8. 2593) granting a pension to Sarah E. McNamara; 

A bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee; 

A bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; 

A bill (S. 3083) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky ; 

A bill (S. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor; 

A bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie L. Ham; 

A bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J. Cole; 

A bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Easter A. Jackson; 

A bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdam; and 

A bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3624) for the relief of Charles 
D. French; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3625) for the relief of Michael Herr; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3626) for the relief of D. H. Ming; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
WITHDRAWAL PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS (for Mr. DANIEL), it was 

Ordered, That Arthur Connell be allowed to withdraw his petition and papers 
from the files of the Senate on leaving copies of the same, there having been 
an adverse report, 

EXPORTATION OF 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to inquire and 
re ort at as early a day as practicable what action can be taken to effect an ar- 
rangement with the Dominion of Canada whereby American cattle for export 
to England and other European countries may be transported through said 
Dominion of Canada, or any port or ports thereof, without being subjected to 
the delay imposed by the quarantine regulations now in force. 

Mr. CULLOM. To what committee is the direction given ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know whether it belongs to that commit- 
tee or not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
countries. 

Mr. CULLOM. It relates to transportation as well. 
do not object to the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Inasmuch as the subject to which the reso- 
lution refers is one of growing interest, especially to the Western por- 
tion of the country, I ask that some papers which have been sent to 


OF 


CATTLE THROUGH CANADA. 
I offer the following resolution, anc 


? 


Lask for 


Yes, it relates to our relations with foreign 


However, I 


| me relating to the subject may also be referred with the resolution to 
| the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received and re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, if there be no objection. 


GEORGE K. OTIS. 

Mr. CALL. Ifthe morning business is over, I desire to move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 682. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there isno further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order, and- 

Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary yesterday. 

Mr. CALL. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon; I did not know that the Senator held 
the floor. 

Mr. CALL. I was about to make a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair had recognized the Sena- 
tor from Florida. The Calendar under Rule VIII being in order, the 
title of the first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 1995, a bill (S. 3348) for the 
relief of George K. Otis. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Florida allow the first 
case on the Calendar to be passed? It is a case on which there will be 
no discussion, and it has been called up very frequently as the first 
ease on the Calendar. It will only take a moment. I think there 


| will be no objection to it. 


Mr. CALL. I yield for that purpose, if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall not insist upon it if it takes more than a 
moment’s time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (8S. 3348) for the relief of George 
K. Otis. It directs the Postmaster-General to allow George K. Otis, 
late contractor on route 6771, New York, for the contract term from 
July 1, 1881, to June 30, 1885, pro rata increase of pay for any increasc 
of service which the Postmaster-General may have required him to 
perform during that period, the same to be based on the number of 
trips actually run and distance traveled in excess of what he was re- 
quired to perform on the date of the execution of his contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 682) authorizing the President to appoint and retiré Alfred 
Pleasonton a major of cavalry in the Army of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that a bill of 
the House of Representatives, identicai with the Senate bill, has passed 
both Houses and is nowin conference. Therefore it would be superfiu- 
ous to pass the Senate bill. 

Mr. CALL. Iunderstand that there is some difficulty in getting the 
House bill which has passed the Senate considered by the conference 
and reported to the two Houses. I have no particular interest in the 
bill, but I am informed that General Pleasonton is in a condition of ex- 
treme want and suffering. He has appealed to me through his friends 
repeatedly, and said he had appealed to other Senators to allow the bill 
to be considered. It seems to be impossible to obtain a conference re- 
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port upon the House bill. It is for that reason, this bill standing upon 
the Calendar, that I have asked that it beconsidered by the Senate. | 
an not know what action the Senate can take in regard to the Hous 
vill unless it should ins truet its conferees to report to the Senate 
PRESIDENT ro tempore. TheSenator from Pen vania 
CAMERON | is chairman of the managers at the conference on 
of the Senate. 
Mr. CAMERON. 
time to get a meeting of the Senate conferees with the conferees on the 
part of the House, but up to this time I have been unable to do so. 


Mr 


part 


The 


tie 


4 
\s 
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I will state that I have been endeavoring for some | 


the Senate passed the bill, it retired General Pleasonton as major, while | 


the House retired him as colonel. The Senate in all cases in putting 
officers upon the retired-list has declared that they should be retired 
with the rank which they held at the time of their resignation. Gen- 
eral Pleasonton’s friends insist upon it that he shall be retired with a 
higher rank. That is the difference between the two Houses. Assoon 
as a meeting of the conferees can be brought about, I have no doubt 
the matter will be adjusted. Up to this time we have been unable to 
ngree. 

Mr. CALL. Isuppose nothing further can be done now; but I de- 
sire to bring the matter to the attention of the chairman of the Senate 
conferees with the hope that there may be a report made. The bill 
should receive final consideration at the hands of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill will be restored to 
its place on the Calendar. 

ANDREW J. SMITH. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] yields 
to me to call up the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to ap- 
point and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United 
States Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of t 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the words ‘‘ in the Army of the United 
States,’’ to strike out ‘‘ brigadier-general’’ and insert ‘* colonel of cav- 
alry;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the laws regulating appointments in the Army be, and 
they are hereby, suspended, and suspended only for the purposes of this act; 
and the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh 
United States Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers,a colonel of cavalry 
in the Army of the United States, and thereupon to place him, the said Andrew 
J. Smith, upon the retired-list of the Army, with the rank and grade of colone! 
without regard and in addition to the number now authorized by law 
retired-list. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I wanted to have the House bill substituted for 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. 

Mr. HAMPTON. 
bill. It is all right. 

ne : 4 : : 7 

Che bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


he Whole, 


of said 


It is. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Ss. T. MARSHALL. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts [ Mr. Ho x | kindly 
yields to me that I may ask the Senate to take up the bill ae t. 2196) 


for the relief of S. T. Marshall. It isa bill relating toa cons 
mine, and I believe there will be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $6,598.49 to 8. T. 
Marshall, of Keokuk, Iowa, in full of all claim or demand as assignee 
G. M. Marshall, in a contract made in 1850, to supply and furnish 
beef cattle to General Estill, purchasing and disbursing agent of the 
United States for the commission sent to California, in 1850, to make 
treaties with the Indians. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON AND SMALL-ARMS 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the bill 
(S. 3612) donating condemned cannon and small-arms to Naval Post 
No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania. 
I will state that this bill was read on a former occ asion, but was ob- 
jected to by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], who I under- 
stand now withdraws his objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state that I was under a 
sion when the bill was formerly read. 
tion to its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the § 
proc seeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PREVENTION OF YELLOW FEVER. 


of ¢ 


misapprehen- 
I desire to withdraw any objec- 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


Mr. HARRIS. 





saiaad of 


I see the Senator from Illinois called up the House | 
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leration the oint resolution repo! d by 1e vest i 

e Committee on Emdemi D ises It S$ Impor l i 
resolution is to pass at all, t L be p La 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in C \ the Whole 
proceeded to consider the joint resolutic . r the 
conterence to be held in Washington, De iber n ) 3 r the 
best means of preventing the introduct 1 ol ve v 
epi lemic diseases into this count: 

Mr. CALL. I offer as an amend that 
joint resolution which was adversel l ( 
Epidemic Diseases; and I ask that it 

Mr. HARRIS. The joint resolution is on the Calendar o ] 
think it is subject to a question of order, and I ma end 
ing measure upon the Calendar. 

rhe PRESIDENT p tempore. The Chair understood the 
from Florida to desive | to offer as an amendment the joint re 
adversely reporte 1. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I understand, but it is offering a m¢ ire pend 


ing on the Calendar as an amendment to another measure 

The PRESIDENT pro ti mpore. The Chair did notsou nd rsta ithe 
Senator from Florida. The Chair understands the Senator from Florida 
to offer as an amendment the substance of the joint resolution adversely 
reported. It will be read as an amendment to the pending joint reso 


lution. The Chair understands the Senator from Florida to move to 
strike out and insert? 

Mr. CALL. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Tennessee 
if the consideration of the joint resolution is likely to lead to discus 
sion? 

Mr.HARRIS. Thatdepends altogether on the Senator from Florida, 
I must answer the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I was assigned the floor by the President of the Senate 


understood would 


no difference of 


and yielded for matters which I 
sion and about which there was 


require no discus 


opinion. I wish to 


have a bill taken up for discussion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I1 was not aware of the fact that the Senator from 
Massachusetts had the floor in respect to some measure of his or I should 
have asked his courtesy to allow me to call up the joint resolution. If 
the joint resolution is to pass at all, in my opinion it is a matter of some 


importance that it should be passed at once so as to go to the othe 
House. I have no desire to say a word except to have the joi: 
lution read, but if the Senator from Florida by proposing to debate it 
shall defeat its passage, I shall have done my duty in asking the Senate 
to consider it. Of course, I shall not trespass upon the courtesy of the 
Senator from Massachusetts beyond the time that his patience 
low me to do so, but will abandon my request at any moment thé 
ator may suggest. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Florida [{ Mr. 

The SECRETARY. It is 
clause and insert: 


reso 


) The amendment prop i byt 
CALI ] will be read. 


moved to strike out all 


sto 
i that tl 


h persons of the differ 


That the President of the United States call ipon the Academy of iencs 
in the city of Washington at as early a day as pr 
President shall select and request the attendance of sux 
ent schools of cade ine and of such others of attainm< and natural 
research who shail be distinguished for learning and eminent attainments to 
take evidence, examine into, and report upon all methods that shall be s 

ted to them for the cure, prevention, and suppression of yell 


convene acticable, ar 





t r . 
nts inscience 


Ow fever : 


| contagious or infectious disease. 


}; neney 


SE That the President is authorized to invite the attendance 
for learning and attainments in science and natural resear 
countries and to order a reasonable per diem compensation to tl ! 
age from and to the homes of all persons who sh all be re ques ted to attend and 
shall attend such convention, including the mem! I 
ences, and the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as sha!! be ne 
appropriated to pay the expenses of such convention. 

Sec. 3. That the President shall appoint the time of the meeting of s 
vention and the length of time which it shall cont e, and ay ad 
extend the time of its continuance. 

Sec. 4. That the money herein appropriated shall be paid upon the 
the President of the United States or as shal! be directed by hi: 

nterfere with 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not wish to in 
ator from Massachusetts in the bill he wishes to bring 
ation, but it is I think quite obvious that this is a subject of consir 


tre i « i 








rs the A 


rup for « 


able importance. I am of the opinion that the joint resolution w h 
was adversely reported contains all that is meritorious in the ire 
of the committee and much that is not contained in that m bat 
is important for the protection of the people against this plagne. ‘The 
joint resolution of the committee is impotent of good and is virtually 
a suppression of all scientific and practical inquiry by experimental 
methods. It proposes that a number of persons of greater or less sani 


tary knowledge and opinions shall convene at their own expense and 
make public their several preconceived opinions already 1 
in the newspapers and public journals, and like the former commission 
adjourn. 


| Why the Committee on Epidemic Diseases should desire to « ide 
| from the consideration of this subject the ablest intellect that 1 be 
| found in the country, whether it is or is not upon the boards of he alth 

naval 


I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to the con- of the different States, or whether it is or is not in the military 


Seater ties a 


ease 
Ms Sa 


Shown 
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service, is a proposition that I think they can not vindicate. In the 
presence of a plague of such very great danger to the whole country as 
is threatened by this disease, certainly there can be no excuse with in- 
telligent amen for ignoring the best capacity that may be found to in 
vestigate and consider the subject, nor for confining the selection of 
this capacity for investigation to the boards of health of the several 
tates. 

That is the whole distinction. The amendment that I offer author- 
izes the President to convene any persons in the United States, whether 


this subject. It provides the only method by which it can be done, 
the means for compensating them for their service, and providing {or 
their coming to and their going from the place of deliberation. 


a vote of the Senate. The Committee on Epidemic Diseases say let us 
take the men not selected for this purpose but who chance to be mem- 
bers of the State boards of health, conspicuous, some of them for emi- 
nent ability, others for executive ability, and others perhaps without 
any special fitness for the investigation. They are not to be selected 
by the medical profession ner by any scientific body for this most im- 
portant of all purposes, the consideration and suggestion of plans and 
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| bly lead to discovery of the secrets of nature, until a new holocaust of 


human life shall be caused by our own ignorance and neglect. 

Mr. President, that is the whole subject. I know the Senate will 
follow the committee, as usual; but I wished to present the two propo- 
sitions in contrast, the unanimity of the committee without reason, 


| without a single fact upon which they can base a reasonable conclusion, 
| really suppressing inquiry and refusing to recognize eminent medical 
| and scientific knowledge, and the proposition embracing the whole sci- 
| entific and medical knowledge of the country and of the world, to be 
they are upon boards of health er not upon boards of health, whether | 
they are in the military or naval service or not in the military or naval | 
service, whether in the United States or outof the United States, whose | 
researches and reputation entitle them to consideration, to consider | 


convened in a representative form and in limited numbers here for the 
consideration of this subject and the formulation of plans of inquiry, 
observation, and experiment. First, the Academy of Sciences, which 
comprises men not only devoted to one science, but to all methods of 
scientific natural result; then the members of the boards of health, 


| represented and selected by the different committees or boards of health, 
| or the President, and then men conspicuous throughout the world for 
That is the whole question, and upon that question I wish to have 


methods of investigation and research of the nature and the remedies | 


which have been or may be developed for the prevention and cure of 
this terrible plague. The committee propose to take whoever may 
chance te be put upon those boards, It does not provide them with 
transportation or compensation, bat leaves them to their own private 
resources altogether. It makes no compensation to them for their ex- 
penses or for the time occupied in consideriny a subject which is of im- 
portance, and of the greatest importance, not only to the lives and happi- 
ness of our people, but also of very great pecuniary importance to the 
whole country. 

That is the whole difference, and therefore I desire a vote upon the 
two propositions. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I propose to consume but a single 
moment. The Committee on Epidemic Diseases carefully considered 
the joint resolution offered as an amendment by the Senator from Fler- 
ida, and with absolute unanimity, without a dissenting voice or a dis- 
senting opinien, directed me to report as an original measure the joint 
resolution now before the Senate for consideration, and to report the 
joint resolution of the Senator from Florida adversely. 

I do not know where the Senater from Florida would look for in- 
formation upon this subject other than the members of those organiza- 
tions who deal exclusively with sanitary work, and the study of whose 
lives has been devoted to sanitation. The various boards of health of 
all the States propose to select from their respective bodies the best 
sanitarians and send them here for the purpose of conferring and con- 
sidering the causes and the best methods of prevention of the epidgm- 
ics referred to in the joint resolution. ; 

The absolute unanimity of the committee in favor of the joint reso- 
lution reported by me and against the joint resolution offered as an 
amendment by the Senator from Florida, fully justifies me, and as I 
think justifies the Senate, in voting down the amendment and passing 
the joint resolution as reported by the committee. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I expected that would be about the kind 
of argument which would be used—that is, the unanimity of the com- 
mittee, not the reasons for that unanimity. Now, what is the propo- 
sition the Senator from Tennessee makes? That you can look nowhere 


for knowledge upon these subjects except to the boards of health of 


the respective States, the lives of whose members have been devoted to 
sanitary knowledge. What authority has he for that statement? 
How does he know that the members of the boards of health who will 
be selected will be persons who have devoted their lives to that pur- 
pose? There is no reasonable probability that thisis true. Theremay 
be eminent men here and eminent men there, but the fact that they 
are selected as a board of health will be no evidence upon that point. 
Then there are no means provided for these people to pay their ex- 
penses while considering this subject, and the time they can give to 
this work will be limited by their personal means. There are no means 
provided for their coming or going, and no means for pursuing any in- 
vestigations or experiments. Why shall we assume that outside of the 
boards of health, who doubtless contain many men of much merit, 
there is not the most conspicuous ability all through the country which 
could be made available to consider this subject? Why should we not 
consider that the eminent scientific men of foreign countries whe have 
been appointed upon commissions by their respective governments and 
sent where this disease is to be found, as well as other diseases, to in- 
vestigate the processes of cure and prevention—why shall we say here 
that they would not be important factors in the consideration of this 
subject? The joint resolution of the committee will prevent investi- 
gations and scientific experiments. Jt loses the opportunity of using 
the favorable moment when public attention is awakened to the im- 
portance of the subject, and postpones and ignores the processes of intel- 
ligent thought, examination, and experiment, which alone can possi- 


the consideration of the cure or prevention of a plague that for one 
hundred years has desolated the countries of Central America, the 
United States, and the West Indies, and which threatens now to prevail 
throughout the whole country in all of its great cities. 

It is a subject of the greatest importance, and it is worth the expend- 
iture of a hundred thousand dollars to dignify the investigation and 
make it effective and useful. It is a narrow-minded idea on our part 
that refuses to avail ourselvés of the conspicuous ability which is to be 
found in other countries as well as our own for the investigation of this 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


=) 


| passed. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
WIDOW OF CHIEF-JUSTICE WAITE. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3621) for the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Jus- 
tice Morrison R. Waite the balance of a year’s salary, which was re- 
ported yesterday by the Judiciary Committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President- 

Mr. HOAR. I thought perhaps the Senator from Arkansas would 
permit me, as I have charge of the bill, according to what I suppose is 
the usual custom, to make a remark in its favor, if there is no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly; I give way to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAK. i-wish merely to repeat what has been said before, 
that the needs of the family of the late Chief-Justice are well known. 
He had, like Professor Agassiz, never found time to make money when 
he was engaged in a higher public service. 

It has been said that there is no precedent for this legislation. Iun- 
derstand that the case of every member of the House of Representa- 
tives and every member of the Senate who has died in office, for a great 
while, is a precedent for this legislation. 1t is the universal practice 
to give to the family of a deceased Senator or Representative his salary 
for the current year. 

It is true that there are some distinctions between the office of Chief- 
Justice of the United States and that of a Senator or Member of Con- 
gress, but all the distinctions are such as make the argument much 
stronger, in my judgment, in the case of the jurist than in the case of 
the legislator, because the life of the judge the whole year, whether 
his court is in session or not, is necessarily devoted to the public serv- 
ice to the exclusion of all other methods of making money, and his 
calculations must have been made, provision for the support of his fam- 
ily must have been anticipated, planned for, with reference to the re- 
ceipt of his salary and to the receipt of nothing else from any money- 
making employment, 

It is notorious that Senators and Members of Congress are not only 
permitted by law, but conceive themselves permitted by practice and 
by public sentiment, to devote large portions of the year to the practice 
of their profession or business, whatever it may be. If Chief-Justice 
Waite himself had died in the Senate his family would have received 
this appropriation without question, although it would undoubtedly 
have been true of that eminent jurist and magistrate that he would 
have been in the receipt of large sums for professional services rendered 
during the year when Congress was not actually in session; or, as in 
the case of many eminent lawyers of both Houses of Congress, it would 
have been true that he would have been rendering service in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States for compensation even while the leg- 
islative body of which he was a member was in session. : 

I therefore confidently affirm that the precedent which we are in the 
habit of applying to our own associates applies with double force to the 
case of a Chief-J ustice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr, HAWLEY. May I add asingle word to that? It seems to me 
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also that the established pension to the widows of the Presidents may 


be considered as in some degree a precedent. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, under the law the Chief-Justic« 
United States was entitled to receive and did receive $10 Vy 
num. Every dollar th: ‘ was due the late Chief-Justice at the time « 
his death was « ith pa 1 to him or to his widow. The ¢ ny 


not indebted to the Chie Justi -e or his widow eithe1 





or morally, on doll ir. Thisisa proposition to give out of 1 

of the United States acenethinne over $8,000 simply asad n or gift. 
It is not pretended that the Chief-Justice rendered y services for 
which he was not paid according to the contract and according to the 
law. If it be right, as the Senator from Massachusetts s, to pay 
the widow of : a Senator or Member or a Chief-Justice, and I place them 
all on the same ground, then the Senatorfrom Massachusetts ought to 
have the courage to hein in a bill and make it the law of the] in 





advance to say that a member of Congress shali have $5,000 per 
num, and in case of his on that his widow shall receive $5,000 more 


But it is not the law yet; and when a member of Congress or a Sen- 
ator dies it is sought to give them aid by putting it on an appropria- 
tion bill or something of that character, so that the world may not 
know what is being done. Gentlemen now seek to extend that pra 
tice to the widow of the Chief-Justice of the United States If it be 
right to do that, why not make it in the law so that the people of the 


country may understand that when a man is elected to Congress 
appointed Chief-Justice this is part and parcel of the contract. 
The Senator from M:ssachusetts seeks to appeal to our sympat 
by saying that the condition of the family is well know1 Chief-. 
tice W aite drew asalary of $10,500 for twelve or fourtee! n years; 


not remember the time. If he was not able to save anything from that 





salary for his family, then I assert here upon the floor of this Senate 
he must have lived in a very extravagant way. I assert when it is 
said again and again that a family can not live respectably upon the 
sum of $10,500 and save anything in Washington, that it is not true 
If the Chief-Justice was economical he ought to have saved a la 
amount for his family. Therefore the appeal for sympathy has no 


place here inasmuch as this is a gift pure and There are 
10,000, ay, 100,000 widows throughout this land whose 


salaries over and above expenses did not amount to $500 that wou 


simple. 
sbands’ 


ld 


hu 


Ido} 


appeal to my sympathies ten times more strongly than the widow of | 
one who received a salary of $10,500 a year. 

These are the objections that I have to this bill. The same objec- 
tions, I admit, apply to the widow of a Senator or Member. There is 


no Jaw foreither. It is a gift, 
a precedent 
on that list—it is laying down a precedent to build up here in the city of 
Washington an aristocratic class, those who live off the toil and labor 
of the laboring classes throughout this country. It isa gift pure and 
simple of eight thousand and odd dollars. It might as well be $50,000. 
There is no reason for saying one sum above another. 

I am opposed to it upon principle. 
the President’s widow, in the case of the widows of Senators and Mem- 
bers. Iam opposed to giving it to the widow of the Chief-Justi , 
the United a It is easy to be generous with money that d 
belong to us. by what right do you make d 


pure and simple, and it is laying down 


‘e ol 


eS not 


By what authority, yna- 
tions and select out one person and say this money shall be given to 
this person, who has no claim, legal, ‘equitable, or otherwise. It is 


upon this principle that I think the Senate ought not to pass this bill, 
and if precedents have been made we ought not to make another pre- 
cedent which will be used hereafter to extend to the widow of every 
judge of a United Statescourt. If it is given to the widow of the Chie . 
Justice, there can be no reason why it should not be given tothe othe 

I hope the bill will not pass. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I propose to vote for this bill, and I de 
sire to say that in my judgment not a single proposition of the Senator 
from Arkansas can be sustained as a matter of reason and argument. 

What are those propositions? They are often made here, and thi 
a question of important public policy. Iam not willing to give money 
out of the Treasury without consideration. If there be no important 
and wise public policy which demands that compensation should be 





made to the widow of a Senator or Member of Congress, some allow- | 


ance, if there is no public policy that requires that retired officers should 
receive pay, if the interests of the people do not demand that the widows 
of Presidents shall receive some consideration, I think that there is 
much public virtue on my part and those who think with me in 
taining them as there is on the part of the Senator from Arkansas in 
refusing to do so. 


sus- 
u 


But what are these propositions that the Senator makes? Nothing 
more than that Congress has no right to do what? To value the serv- 
ices of a public servant after his death, that it should forget to con- 
sider that George Washington or Thomas Jefferson or some other great 


patriot who has given his life to the people rendered services that ina 
money value are beyond amount. 
&@ proposition! Why can you not value the services of Chief-Justice 
Waite to-day and say they were worth more than the sum that the law 
required to be paid him? And then, how unreasonable it is that it is 
so often urged here just like the report of the Committee on Epidemic 


i 


—and each precedent is used to put some additional person | 


I would oppose it in the case of | 


yr | 


+ , ~~ 
1 - 

c I \V 
M ] f y i | 
peo} 1 inst 
msuchn ar ] 

Mr. BERRY ' t 

Mr. C Certainly 

Mr. |] I supp the S 
these la given on y p { 

r that iti proper thi the Co 
resolve that will gi to l 
of the people 1 th resolve t 11 the Chief-J 
most deservi Chat is the theory upon wi i] 
whomsoever a majority of the men s of Cong y think 
ing they may give any amountof money they see ] 

Treasury of the United Stat 1 it Pp r f that 
they themselves are t most < x perso! os 
yur widows $5,000 

Mr. CALI I do ind ( 
ber of Congr 

Mr. BERRY Tl itor had s ( 

ay, and referred to them specially. 

Mr. CAL Neither do I un rstand that t! :m 

as a member of Congress is a member of ¢ ‘ r, nor < 
understand that the widow of a President is a me er « DgI 
but that proposition of the Senator is just as wide of t irk and 
reasonable as tie other. 

Here is the simple question: Has the Congress of the United Stat 
the right to consider what was the m yea value of the rvi 

hief-Justice Waite now that he is dead; and if they had the rig 
fore, have they not now? 

Does the fact that a law has been passed fixing a particular amount 
of money for a particular service forbid Congress t sider 4) ro- 
priety of an increase or decrease of the amount? If the facts justify it 

should be done, and who will say that a Chief-Justice of the Su- 
preme Court, a co-ordinate department of this Government trusted 
with the consideration of the great public questions upon which the 
hap} yiness and welfare of the people dep nd, should not be allowed ¢ 
live in a degree of dignity which will enable him to receive re t 

bly the people of the United States who come he reexpecting to1 ive 
attention and consideration from him, or that he shall live like a beg- 
gar or @ pauper, turning from his door the people who have honored 
him with public position. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the inter: of public virt ‘ 
free government, demand that the servants of the people shall be hu 
miliated in the presence of themselves. ‘Therefore I have upon ail 
proper occasions when the question arose as to a faithful public 

who had given his life in the honest and meritorious performat f 
duty and had left those behind him unprovided for—I, asa 1% 

| tive of the people, believing that I m] ize with then { 
sent them fullv, and never having found in my public life in a sing! 
public meeting an unwillingnes on the part of the people to respond t 
that sentiment, I am willing and always shall be willing to make a 
reasonable and moderate provision for those they have left behind tl 
for our care and consideration by our public s rvants who had merit 
riously performed their duty. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, being a member of the Judiciary ¢ 
mittee, from which this bill was reported, I rise to that Dp 
it in the committee and oppose prim ae here. I believe in equalit 
before the law of all the people of th« United St 1 bel 0 
good respectable wi idan Ww woman is exa tly the sa » the law 
another is. There a » hundr sds of thousands of good wido L 
in the United Stages as much entitled ! in equity, and 
to a donation from the Congress of t United States the est 
lady for whose relief this bill is pending bef t at \ 
we select one and ignore others? Chief-Justi te was } | 
expected to receive during his lifetime; and that which w 
of his salary, if it has not been paid, will be paid to his wid 
is nothing in the law, there is nothing in the equity of t 
is nothing in the right and propriety of it, which sepa 
from hundreds of thousands of good respectal nd needy 
the United States equally meritorious. Why ha ror 
and she reteive a donation ? 

Mr. President, I have u mly voted ust | dation of th 
character i I have been her ila ia dt 
pi g ad to Ciasses among our people. I stand for« jua ) 
the law for all our people, and I stand here to oppose any don: 
any individt ial to be selected from the mass of our people rhe; 


How unreasonable and absurd such | 


C 
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c 
ania is alike. No man and no woman has a right to demand on 


thing before the law that all others have not an equal right todem 
and to receive. The argument upon which the Senator 
would justify this bill will build up an aristocracy in t yt 
| live upon the labors of the working people of the country. 
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It is all very well to talk about being liberal with other people’s 
money. ‘The money in the Treasury of the United States was placed 
there for the purpose of carrying on this Government, and it is no part 
of the administration of the Government for the Congress of the United 
States to take this treasure and give it away to selected objects and se- 
lected persons. 

I submit, Mr. President, that the bill is of a character that should 
not pass, should not become a law. I have neversupported one like it, 
and I never will. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas inform the Senate whether 
there is not as much constitutional authority for this proposition as for 
supplying the people of Texas with seeds, which he advocated, and 
which was passed on his recommendation a year or two ago? 

Mr. COKE. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts will be answered with 
a great deal of pleasure. Whether constitutional or not, the Agricult- 
ural Department has for more than a quarter of a century been estab- 
lished as one of the executive branches of thisGovernment. Asa part 
of the duty of that Department about $100,000 of appropriations, or 
perhaps more, have annually been expended for a number of years for 
seed for general distribution among the people. Now, if it is consti- 
tutional to appropriate money to buy seed for general distribution, is 
it not equally constitutional to appropriate money to buy seed for par- 
ticular distribution where a particular reason exists for the particular 
distribution ? 

I do not defend the creation of the Agricultural Department. I be- 
lieve that there was no warrant in the Constitution for it when it was 
created; but it having been ingrafted upon our governmental system, 
it being an existing and a subsisting fact, what is done by that De- 
partment in the way of acquiring and distributing seed, I do submit to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, is an ample justification and prece- 
dent for what was attempted to be done by the passage of the Texas 
seed bill. 

I will add that I did not introduce the Texas seed bill. It wasa 
House bill, passed there without a division, which came to the Senate 
in the usual way. I advocated its passage by the Senate in exactly 
the same constitutional views that sustains the votes cast every year 
in both Houses of Congress for the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr. President, this bill appeals to my sympathies. 
I knew Chief-Justice Waite, and esteemed him asa man and asa great 
magistrate. I think his services as Chief-Justice of the United States, 
though possibly not so brilliant as those of some of his predecessors, 
were of that solid and useful character which conferred great benefit 
upon this country. He held the highest place to which a man can 
aspire who belongs to the profession of which Iam an humble mem- 
ber. There is nothing which I could do or say to honor his memory, 
to testify to his great worth, which I would not do if I had the power 
to do it; but I believe that this bill, though appealing to our sensi- 
bilities, is not only a very dangerous precedent for us to follow but it 
is without warrant in the Constitution. 

I understand the appropriating power to be defined and limited and 
circumscribed exactly in the Constitution with the taxing power. When 
[ look at that instrament I find that Congress has power to lay and 
collect taxes to carry on the Government, to pay the debts, and pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the people of the United States. I be- 
lieve, contrary to the opinion of some of my friends upon this side of 
the Chamber, that the power to tax and the power to appropriate are 
not confined simply to those purposes necessary to carry on the Goy- 
ernment. I believe we have a broader power, as I have frequently ex- 
pressed on this floor, a power to appropriate money to provide for the 
general welfare. But 1 do not believe that in that general welfare is 
included the power to make a gift, a donation pure and simple to a 
single individual. I believe that we, the Congress of the United States, 
are not the owners of the money in the Treasury. I believe we are 
simply trustees, and that we are bound to dispose of that money ac- 
cording to the letter of attorney under which we act. Ido not think 
that letter of attorney extends to the making of private donations to 
private individuals, and, however much I might be disposed from 
sympathy, from arespect for the memory of the great man whose widow 
is named in the bill, I feel constrained from a sense of duty to cast my 
vote against this bill, not only as being without warrant in the Consti- 
tution, but as being another precedent in a dangerous direction, which 
will hereafter be quoted and relied upon as an authority on the part of 
Congress or as a persuasion to Congress to vote money to a private per- 
son whenever Congress in its judgment, in its discretion, may think 
that private person is entitled to its benefactions. 

Mr. CALL. I think the Senators who make the statement that they 
are opposed to giving money out of the Treasury as a gift should be 
prepared to sustain the proposition that this is a gift. What is a gift? 
Can any one say that when a man has rendered valuable service and 
money is paid to him greater than the amount the law provides, that 
isa gift? What pretense is there for saying itis a gift, unless it be 
true that you can not measure the amount fixed in the law as the con- 
sideration for the service and say you have undervalued it? Can not 
a private individual say, ‘‘ My contract is a harsh one; the services 
rendered demand more?’’ How, then, canthis proposition be made 
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that this is a gift because Congress says the services of this man, fol- 
lowed by his death, deserve as a matter of valuation, of compensation, 
a greater sum than was paid to him? Senators who make these re- 
marks can not state the definition of debt without themselves refuting 
their proposition? Whatisadebt? Is it not an obligation—something 
owed by some person for something done, some service performed? And 
because you have promised less than the service was worth is it less a 
debt if you have the honesty to say ‘‘I paid you less than the service 
was worth?’’ These Senators say it is very wrong for them to do this; 
they claim that ‘‘ debts ex debito justitix’’ can not exist between the 
people and their servants. They insist that there is great danger to 
the people if they shall consent when a man has died in their service, 
has given his life to them, to keep his wife and children from starving, 
by valuing his service more highly than they would have done if he 
had lived. This greater valuation of a service which involves the loss 
of life, in their argument is a crime. 

Then, again, the Senator from Mississippi says it is unconstitutional, 
although he reads the words ‘‘ Congress may levy taxes to pay the 
debts of the United States.’?’ What is a debt and who are authorized 
to say what shall be a debt of the United States but the two Houses 
of Congress of the United States? Who but they, the representatives 
of the people, can alter the consideration to be paid for a service and 
make it greater or less and recognize the service as a debt or quantum 
meruit ? 

Why is not that a debt when the Congress of the United States say 
itisadebt? Whatisadebt? As Ihave said before, a debt may be 
one of justice, or a debt of merit, or a debt to be awarded by the legis- 
lative power of the Government in consideration of services rendered. 
What is a debt? Why, those persoéns can not make a definition of it 
without justifying this bill. A debt is something due for services, 
something due either from equity or by the terms of a promise or be- 
cause of merit, a quantum meruit, as much as it deserves, even according 
to the theories of the law. 

Therefore there is nothing in these propositions of the Senator from 
Mississippi or the Senator from Texas or the Senator from Arkansas. 

As to equality, why does not the Senator decline to receive the com- 
pensation provided here of $5,000, which is far in excess of the $350 
average pay of the laborers and of the people of the United States? 
Why talk about equality when we recognize a difference in services 
always? 

He is not the friend of the people and of equality who is willing to 
degrade and humiliate those who hold high public stations of the Goy- 
ernment into pauperism or those whom they leave behind as beggars and 
forcing them to live upon the public charity. There is in the condi- 
tions of life in this world something due to appearances, something to 
the necessities of the public service, and the true friend of the people is 
he who by a public policy honors the faithful public servants, rewards 
them with justapplause, and allows them, their wives, and their chil- 
dren the same respectability of appearance and the same opportunities 
and privileges as those that belong to other people in private life fill- 
ing positions of dignity and important trust and duty. 

The Senators would have a pandemonium upon earth if their sys- 
tems of public policy could be adopted—no rewards for merit, for pub- 
lic virtue, for the sacrifice of life in the performance of duty—but they 
would inscribe over the public service, *‘ Let him who performs public 
service leave all hope behind. Virtue and faithful public service have 
no rewards. The interests of the people require the punishment of 
the faithful public servant.’’ I fail to see any truth or force in them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question on the passage of the 
bill, and declared that the ‘‘ayes’’ appeared to prevail. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for a division. ' 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair allow me to appeal to the Senator from 
Arkansas not to insist on his call for a division? The Senator’s opin- 
ion, and that of the other gentlemen who agree with him, has been 
put on record by their speeches, which will go into the Recorp, and 
the calling of a division at this time may very possibly disclose the 
want of a quorum and thus prevent the continuance of the business of 
the Senate—the speech of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], 
which we are all expecting. I hope the Senator will consider his duty 
as done by recording his judgment without insisting upon a division. 

Mr. BERRY. I have no disposition to take any course which wil! 
show that the Senate is in such a condition that no further business 
can be done when there is public business here that probably is a 
necessity. 

I did state yesterday that I thought a majority of the Senate would 
vote for this bill. That opinion was based upon the fact that I believe 
every Republican Senator will east his vote for it from the circumstance 
that they invariably vote for this character of legislation, and when 
they are re-enforced by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] I have no 
doubt that a majority will vote for the bill. 

Therefore, inasmuch as itis probable that a division may disclose the 
fact that there is not a quorum of the Senate in the city, and thereby 
prevent the passage of the general deficiency and other bills, I shall 
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withdraw the call with the hope, and almost with the certainty, that 
this bill can not, ought not, and will not pass the other House during 


the session, and therefore no great damage will be done. 
The PRESIDENT pro ¢ Shall the bill pass? 
The bill was 


np ré. 
assed, 
RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. JONES, Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near 
Fort Smith, Ark.’ 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ELIZA FERRIS 
SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 
of Eliza M. Ferris. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes 
DD. Smart, administrator of Eliza M. Ferris, deceased, the sum of money 
to which she would have been entitled by pension certificate 220860, 
and which was not issued until four days after her death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COOSA RIVER BRIDGE AT GADSDEN, 

Mr. MORGAN. 
tion of the bill (HI. 
across the Coosa River, at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ ra 
road,’’ to insert ‘‘company;’’ inline 5, after the word ‘‘ constructed,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘in accordance with the regulations of the Secre ts iry of 
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in Com- 


M. 


ordered to 


ALA. 
I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


War;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘same,’’ toinsert ‘‘ J’ led, That 
the Secretary of War shall approve the plans and dimensions of said 
bridge;’’ and in line 12, after the word ‘‘ bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘if ap 


proved by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the Anniston and Cincinnati Railroad Company, a corporation created 
and existing under the laws of the State of Alabama, havir ia 
bridge and approaches thereto over the Coosa River, at or near Gadsden, in Eto- 
wah County, on a direct line from Anniston, in Calhoun County, to Attalla, 
Etowah County, in the State of Alabama, said company is hereby a 
keep and maintain the same: 


Yo tru 
r onstructec 
iz construct 


Provided, That the Secretary of War shall approve 





to pay to Reuben | 


R, 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge | 


| 
| 
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152) for the relief of the legal representatives | 
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imenced within one year from t passag his act, and 
¥ 1 three years from the sa late, the 1 ts and priv ges y i 
ease, and this act shall be null and \ i 

Che amendment was agreed to 

lhe bill was1 porte 1 to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Che amendments were ordered to be engrossed i t » be 
read a third time 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUS! 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of th m- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous« 
following on 

A bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy 

A bill UH. R. 7547) granting the right of way to the Yankton l 
| Mi souri River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Dakota 

j | and 
A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropri: ation is to supply deficic es in 
| the appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1888, and ior priot 
years, and for other purposes 

Ir. MORGAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. V! Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota. This bill was considered the ot 
day, and was then read at length. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of t 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The bill when last before the S 
ate was read at length, and the amendment reported by the Commit 
| tee on Indian Aftairs to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
ert a substitute was amended in certain particulars. The « tion 


in | 
uthorized to | 


the plans and dimensions of said bridge. Said bridge, if approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, shall be maintained so as to provide for the passage of railway 
trains, and, at the option of the corporation by which it is built, may be used 
for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, 
and for foot-passengers, upon conditions to be agreed upon between said corpo- | 
ration and the county commissioners’ court of the said county of Etowah and 
approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 21, after the word “‘ 


scribed,’’ to insert: 


And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be he! 
affect existing laws as to the removal of bridges ol 


structing the navigation of 
rivers when the Secretary of War shall so determine. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word ‘‘that,”’ 


to strike out, ‘‘the bridge authorized under this act 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War may presc ribe; and to se- 
cure that object the;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out 
‘until said plan and location of the bridge shall have been approved 
by the Secretary of War’’ and insert ‘‘if the Secretary of War, upon 
an examination of the papers to him submitted, shall require any change 
in the location or plans of said bridge, or its entire removal, the com- 
pany shall, at its own expense, comply with such requirements;’’ and 
in line 19, after the word *‘ bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘ by reason of said bridge 
being alleged to be an obstruction to the navigation of said Coosa River;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That said company shall submit to the Secretary of War for his ex- 
amination and approval the design and drawings of the bridge and a map of 
the location, giving the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines 
at high and low water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, 
and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, and if the Secre 
tary of War, upon an examination of the papers to him submitted, shall require 
any change in the location or plans of said bridge, or its entire removal, the 
company shall, atits own expense, comply with such requirements, said bridge 
shall not be built; and if any change be made in the plan of said bridge such 
change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; and if any liti- 
gation shall be had in regard to said bridge by reason of said bridge being al- 
leged to be an obstruction to the navigation of said Coosa River, the same shall 
be in the circuit court of the United States in whose territorial jurisdiction said 
bridge or any part thereof is located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike ont section 6, in the following 
words: 


Sac. 6. That if actual construction of the bri rein authorized shall not 


ige he 





shall be built and | 


pre- 
7 } 


i to alter or | 


now is upon agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Indian 
\iYairs as amended. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe the Senator from Minnesota desires too 
an amendment to the committee amendment. 





Mr. DAVIS. I desire tooffer a further amendment, which is, in 
tion 1, line 28, after the word ‘‘effect,’’ to insert the follow YI 
viso 

Provided further, That in any case where an allotment in severalty | 
tofore been made to any Indian of land upon any of said reservations 
not be deprived thereof or disturbed therein, except by his own individ 


1 such form an 


sent, separately and previously given, i 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior 


il imanuner as ma 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Sena as 
ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was or 
a third time. 
rhe bill was re 


amended, and t! 


lered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


id the third time, and passed. 
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. TELLER. Iask that an order be made to print the bill 





3559) to amend section 2304 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
| States to allow persons who have abandoned or relinquished their 

homestead entries to make another entry. The bill has not been 
printed, and I ask that an order may be made to print the us um- 
ber as it finally passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of object il] 
be so ordered. 

KENTUCKY RIVER BRID 

Mr. via : move that the Senate proceed to the « lera 10 
the bill (H. 1262) to authorize the construction of bridg cross 
the Seutaskcy River and its tributaries b: ~~ ki yod ! 
ville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Comp 

The motion was agreed to; and the Sen te, as in ¢ the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committe ( nd- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in sect l e 1 afte en 
ger,’’ to insert the following proviso 

Provided, That the rates of toll charged said 1 iy 4 p 

| proved by the Secretary of War 

The sinindens nt was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 12 word 
‘“War,’’ to insert 
and if the Secretary of War shall at any tin y in 
the plans of said bridge or bridges, or that t ould 
be entirely removed, the said alterations « er e eX se of 


the company 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was 
VET con irred in, 


I imendments were ord 


he Senate as amended, and the amendments 


reported to t 


red tobe engrossed and the bill to be read 


at i time 

The bill was read the 

Mr. VEST. I 

request a coni 
‘The motion 
By u 

appointt 

YER, and 


third tim 
that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ith the House of Representatives thereon. 


was agreed to. 


, and passed, 
move 


erence W 


unimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
he conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. Saw- 
CULLOM were appointed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
e of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
instant approved and signed the following acts: 
(S. 937) for the relief of David L. Brainard and others; 
3. 145) for the relief of Edward Braden and Job W. Angus; 
. 1668) for the relief of A. M. Woodruff; 
’. 1582) for the relief of the estate of Lucien Goyatix; 
A . 320) for the relief of John D. Adams; 
An act (S. 3125) restoring the right of pre-emption to Alfonso Roberts; 
An act (S. 3471) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville Southern Rail- 
road Company; 
An act (S. 1101) 
An act (8. 1500 
An act (S. 2720 
An act (S. 2836) 
An act (5. 
An act (5S. 
An act (5. 
edith; 
An act (5. 
fellow: ° 
An act (8. 2346) 
lany ; 
An act (S. 
Durham; 
An act (S. § 
and 


An 


Mr. 


A message 
PRUDEN, on 
the 9th 

An act 

An act 

An act ( 

An act 

t 


na 


grant ing 
granting 
granting 
granting 


a pension to Rachael A. Sinkinson; 

a pension to Margaret M. Miller; 

a pension to John B. Ross; 

a pension to William E. Taylor; 

granting a pensien to William R. Dean; 

granting a pension to George H. Johnson; 
granting an increase of pension to Madison M. Mer- 


2362) 
2587) 
1591) 


1958) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor B. Good- 


granting an increase of pension to Jenny Hart Mul- 


2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. John R. 


2838) 


granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower; 

act (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll. 
THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, from December last to the present day 
this Congress has been engaged in an effort to meet the demand of the 
the people for the equalization, reform, and revision of taxation. For 
the last twenty years, from 1868 to 1888, that demand has been voiced 
in the platforms of the Democratic party at each Presidential election, 
and more than once found echo in the platforms, State and national, of 
the Republican party. 

‘The present Democratic House of Representatives, recognizing its 
constitutional obligation to originate measures of taxation, has dis- 
charged its duty by sending to the Senate, for its concurrence, a bill 
which in its general scope partially complies with the demands and ex- 
pectations of the people, with the pledges of the party, and with the 
bold, manly, and emphatic recommendations of the President in his of- 
ficial communications to the Congress and the country. 

If possible to more emphasize the earnestness of its purpose to ful- 
fill its promise of tariff reform in the line of reduction of taxation, the 
Democratic convention at St. Louis in June last, with a unanimity and 
enthusiasm unparalleled in American politics, has made Mr. Cleveland 
its nominee for re-election and Judge Thurman for the Vice-Presidency 
on a platform which admits of no equivocation and of no misunder- 
standing. The exigency of party and the desperate fortunes of parti- 
sans may misrepresent them, the Democratic party, and its platform as 
‘free trade’’ and as seeking to compass the injury of American labor, 
but its platform language and its acts can not be misunderstood nor 
its honest purpose to reform taxation denied in the face of recent legis- 
lation by a Democratic House of Representatives, as evidenced by the 
‘*Mills bill’’ and the mode of its passing the House. 

This bill, a Democratic measure, in its scope and terms is antago- 
nistic to ‘‘ free trade.’?’ When we consider that the Democratic party, 
by its every utterance in convention platforms, in speeches by its rep- 
resentative men, in measures presented to Congress and votes thereon, 
advocates, along with its measure of tariffreduction as its party policy, 
the raising of revenue through a tariff as the chief source of necessary 
national income, the charge against it of *' free trade’’ becomes absurd. 
Indeed, it refutes itself when we recall the necessities of large revenues 
demanded by the interest on the public debt, the payment of pensions, 
the improvement of rivers and harbors, the erection of Government 
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buildings throughout the country, the construction of a navy, the for- 
tifications for the seaboard defense, and the necessary current expenses 
of the Government, increasing yearly with the growth of population 
and the expanse of country. 

These all united, demand an amount of revenue which, when levied 
upon customs, will afford the incidental protection needed by the most 
enlarged and extended system of domestic manufactories, while they 
successfully destroy the forcein any accusation of ‘‘free trade.’’ The ex- 
isting tariffis 47.2 percent. on the $100. The Mills bill reducesit to 42 per 
cent., making a reduction of only about 5 percent. Does this look like 
** free tradg?’’ The census of 1880 shows that the average labor cost 
of manufactured articles was 18 per cent.; the average duty under ex- 
isting tariff lawis 47 percent. Thusa protecting bounty of 29 per cent. 
was secured, not to labor, but to capital, and was a tax upon the whole 
people, laborers included, of 29 per cent. Of this the Mills bill takes 
off only 9 per cent. and. leaves 20 per cent. still to capital. This is 
called tree trade, and its lifting of the burden of taxation is attempted 
to be held up to labor as hostile to the interest of the workingman. 

OBSTRUCTION TO REFORM BY REPUBLICANS, 

On the other hand, the Republican party, notwithstanding its re- 
peated pledges to reduce taxation—pledges, not flippantly uttered in 
the idle phrase of a heated political contest, when playing for party 
advantage, but in solemn utterances in party platforms, State and 
national; pledges, promulged in Executive messages, and in discus- 
sions of them by those whose recognition as party leaders was undis- 
puted; pledges, by official reports of commissions, gravely made in re- 
sponse to demands of legislative enactments, and by commissions 
created for the purpose of ascertaining and reporting what was best 
to be done for the country in regard to this tariff question—notwith- 
standing these party pledges, expressed and implied, we find in this 
Senate Chamber to-day, after a delay in committee of two months and 
a half, obstacles thrown in the path of its progress by that which its 
authors call ‘‘a substitute,’’ and, as was recently shown in the other 
end of this Capitol, a party seemingly organized to defeat that neces- 
sary revenue reform to which all parties stand committed. And what 
is that substitute but an obstruction aiming to compass the defeat of 
the will of the people in this regard and override and defy the oft-re- 
peated pledges for reduction of the existing tariff? 

Let us see how this comes about. 

With all its professions, promises, and platforms, the Republican 
party, while professing to recommend and favor a reduction of the sur- 
plus and a reformation of the tariff, has obstructed nearly every move- 
ment in that direction. All of its distinguished leaders, Secretaries of 
the Treasury, and recent Presidents have, in speeches and messages as 
individuals and officers, urged and advised a reduction of the excess- 
ively high war-tariff to a reasonable peace basis. But as a party, and 
within the last four years as individuals and officials, the whole posi- 
tion has been changed. Capital and monopoly seem to have laid their 
violent hands upon the organization, suppressed or reversed the opin- 
ions of individuals, and thwarted, as they relate to this question, the 
plans and purposes of the party. 

As to the only tariff act, 1883, that has become a law in recent years— 
after reading the criticism, in his minority report on the pending bill, 
by the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], in which he caus- 
tically gives the history of the manner in which it became a law—I 
forbear criticism upon it, and only say it was satisfactorily shown on 
day before yesterday by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
that in its practical operation it did not reduce, but increased the 
revenue. 

The public utterances of such men as Senator ALLISON, who has charge 
of this bill, and Senator SHERMAN, as a member of the committee who 
opened the discussion explaining this substitute, and President Arthur 
by messages, insisting that a time had long since been reached when 
the rate of taxation made necessary by a tremendous civil war should 
be reduced, are mattersof public record and publichistory. But what 
has been done by that great party ! 

Following those expressions and urgent utterances, the Forty-eighth 
Congress was unable to passany measure looking to the reduction. The 
measure introduced and known as ‘‘ Morrison’s horizontal 20 per cent. 
reduction ’’ was defeated by striking out the enacting clause, the mo- 
tion being supported in solido by the Republicans, aided by a few ultra- 
protection Democrats. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the same Republican party, again aided 
by the same contingent from the Democrats, defeated a bill prepared 
with great care and labor, by refusing consideration of it. They shut 
down the throttle-valve and refused even to consider the measure. 

In the Fiftieth Congress what has been done? Governed by the 
same spirit of obstruction and relying upon division among Democrats, 
in confident expectation that no bill would pass, that party, either in 
the House or Senate, made no move, presented no measure, either as 
an originial or as a substitute, until to their consternation and surprise 
the Mills bill passed. Then, suddenly awakened to the necessity of 
doing something under the pressure of the growing public sentiment in 
favor of areduction of the surplus, the Senate began to assume a sudden 
and unwonted activity. All at once, in the dog days of August, at the 
very heels of the longest session in American history, the Senate, with 
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down—can not possibly be defended on any principle of protection. 
1 be justified only on that of revenue with incidental protection. 
t the Senator from Ohio is not entirely satisfied with that, but takes 
as he says, because “‘ half a loaf is better than no bread;’’ in othe 
rds, as the country would not stand the bread of protection he takes 
the half-loaf of revenue with its incidental protection. And as there 
vas no tin inthis country to protect, the Senate committee’s substitute 
treats tin-plate as sheet-iron, and concealsits protection under the cover 
of iron and again disavows the protection of tin, but hopes to encour- 
age the manufacture of tin-plates by taxing ‘‘sheet-iron.’’ This de- 
ceptive subterfuge will not recommend itself to the housewife, the la- 
borer, the roofer, and the canner of agricultural products—to protect 
5 per cent. of tin the substitute taxes 100 per cent. of iron; i. c., all of 
the iron in the tin-plate. 
Then 
gress of the United States,’’ as the Senator from Ohio designates the 
Sepate’s substitute, is founded not on the protective policy, but con- 
ceals that policy beneath the cloak of revenue reduction, and without 
the courage of protection convictions, yields that principle and that 
policy, under the guise, to the demands of the people for equal favors to 
all and protection to none. 
The corner-stone of the Senate ‘‘substitute’’ 
correctly measured, in line and angle, in the views of the minority, 
bs : , 
Phe statements, arguments, and appeals of manufacturers and others, who de- 
mand it the present high rate of tariff taxation shall be maintained, and in 
many instances, prompted not by any revenue necessities, but alone for the 
pury os reasing their own profits at the expense of sixty millions of tax- 
payers 
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tructure was completed for the profits of the builders at the expense | ‘ 
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; ' . ™ a | rent into a direction which shall save certain interests fi sir jus 
"he report of the Committee on Finance, which is designed to sup- | . to a direction which sh all ave certain interests from the ir Just 
| contributions to the public welfare, and enable certain others to contrive 


of the tax-payers. 


port and sustain the Senate substitute, erroneous in facts and illogical 


in dedaction, is misleading, and confronted with the almost self-evident | 


proposition that free raw material cheapens the cost of production and 
ens the price of the article. The Republican majority of the com- 


nittee, admitting the truth of this proposition, endeavors to qualify and | 


imit its application by thesubstitution of *‘ crude’’ for ‘‘ raw materials,”’ 
nd by confining the maverial to the productions of foreign couutries 
which can not be raised in this country; such raw material, the Repub- 
licau majority admit, ‘‘should be placed on the free-list,’’ thus making 
free a part of the raw material of foreign countries and taxing another 
part. 

The Mills bill, ow the other hand, enlarges the free-list with many 
articles of raw material without regard to the locality of production, 
because they are important elements in manufactures, and when less- 
ened in cost will cheapen the product to the consumer. 

Chere are many other inconsistencies and incongruities in the Sen- 
ate committee’s substitute which plainly reveal the embarrassments 
under which its framers labored in their effort to preserve protection 
from the demand of the people for tariff reform. 

It is but a few days since the Senator, Mr. ALLISON, who reported 
this substitute, assailed on the floor of the Senate the expenditures of 
public money by the present Administration and alleged that there 
would be no addition to the surplus this year, because the expendi- 
tures were already within twenty millions of the estimated receipts. 
If that statement was founded in fact, how can the Senator recognize 
the propriety of reducing the receipts by $73,668,994.30? 

In view of that statement, with what propriety do the Republican 
Senators in their report aver that before any tariif measure can go into 
effect the additions to the surplus which will accrue within the next 
four months will be sufficient to pay in full the outstanding 4} per 
cent. bonds due in 1891, $221,000,000 ? 

When debating an appropriation bill it is alleged that extravagance 
has squandered the revenue, but when reporting the tariff the very first 
reason assigned is that the object of the substitute is “‘ to reduce the 
national revenues, which are now excessive,’’ and will in four months 
be enough to retire $221,000,0000f bonds. To quote from the utter- 
ances of that Senator yesterday, ‘‘ Consistency, thou art a jewel.”’ 

CONTRADICTORY EXAMPLES. 


The inconsistencies of argument are not less than those of its state- 
ments. It is alleged in argument that low duties increase the reve- 
nue, and in support of that statement it is said in the minority re- 
port— 

That it was officially estimated at the time of the passage of the various acts 
(act July 14, 1870, and May 1 and June 6, 1872) that these changes (of duties) 
would result in a reduction of the revenue from customs of $57,227,500. The rev- 
enue from this source in 1869 was $176,114,904, and in 1873 it was $184,929, 2, oran 
increase of $8,814,138, instead of a reduction of $57,227,510. * © * Similar re- 
sults may be reasonably expected should the House bill become a law. 

But when specific duties are urged in preference toad valorem duties, 
then it is aflirmed that low dutiesdecrease the revenue; and in support 
of that argument it is said: 

That the value of all the articles upon which the rates of duty are changed by 
the bill, and which alone are affected by its provisions, imported in 1887, accord- 
ing to the statement furnished by the Committee on Ways and Means and 
printed in connection with the bill,was $249,806,796.20. Upon these articles there 
was imposed a duty in 1887 of $135,087,149.77, equivalent to 54.48 per cent, ad va- 
lorem. Thesame articles, if imported under the provisions of the proposed bill, 


‘‘the best revenue bill that was ever introduced into the Con- | 


| per ton, or with 
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would have paid, according to the same statement, duties amounting to $86,600,- 
907.62, or an ad valorem rate of 34.67 per cent. The resulting deduction of 1887 
would be $49,406,240. 15. 

Thus, reducing the duties in 1872 increased the revenue by $8,814,- 
138 instead of reducing them $57,299,510 as had been expected. But 
the committee affirm that the reduction of the Mills bill will cause a 
reduction on the importation in 1887 of $49,406,240.15. It is not for 
this side of the Senate to reconcile statements so variant or conclusions 
so inconsistent. 

The incongruities of the report are strikingly apparent throughout, 
but a single example need only be considered at present. The duty 
on horses and mules, $20 per head, is a Procrustean bed upon which a 
Canadian pony and Clydesdale stallion, a Mexican mustang or a bron- 


| cho and an English thoroughbred are stretched side by side and ad- 


justed and fitted to exactly the same amount of duty. It would have 
been a more consistant schedule to have classed horses and hay at $2 
*‘acorns and dandelion root at 1} cents per pound.”’ 
While the Mongolian race has been denied that same asylum which 
every other race finds in this country, the substitute of the Senate 
committee offers him the consolation of having his ‘‘ joss-sticks or joss- 
lights’’ on the free-list. The disciples of Confucius and Brahma can 


; ee eeidaaead fei cs off their seligian chal £ 
for the Mills bill is | 2° t come to America, but the implements of their religion shall find 


free admission where the devotee is denied a resting place. ‘‘ Free 


| joss-sticks’’ comes from that side of the Senate which has consumed 


three months in discussing how to drive the Chinaman from their own 
free ‘‘joss-sticks”’ in this country. . 
REPUBLICAN INCONSISTENCY. 

The substitute and the accompanying report, read either along or 
between the lines, are a recognition of the great demand for tariff re- 
form which the people are pressing from all sections of the country 
But it is at the same time an effort to divert the cur- 


to levy inordinate profits upon the public. Noclamor about labor, or 
about home industries, or home markets, or other deceptive phrase can 
blind the people to the single and honest purpose of the Democratic 
party to adjust the tariff upon principles which shall know no favor- 
itism, and by means of rates which shall confer no special privileges. 
Guarding invested capital and watching closely the interests of labor, 
the Democratic party will conform the tariff faithfuily to the best in- 
terests of manufactures, commerce, and agriculture, without permit- 
ting American labor to suffer any diminution of its just reward. 

The revision of the customs laws finds in the report of the Senate’s 
committee justification from several existing evils, namely: Excessive 


| revenues; frauds from undervaluation; defects, anomalies and incon- 


gruities in schedules; a necessity for a proper readjustment and equali- 
zation of tariff rates, and relief and protection to home industries. 
These reasons, with the exception of protection, are also the foundation 
of tariff reform in the Mills bill. The Senator from Iowa in his speech 
day before yesterday made protection the chief distinguishing feature 
of the Senate’s substitute for the Mills bill. That protection has ex- 
isted for more than twenty-five years under the laws which create all 
the evils which the substitute seeks to remedy. For the truth of this 
remark I need only refer to the speech of the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON ] asa member of the House eighteen years ago, when, on March 
24, 1870, he squarely and emphatically avowed the necessity for reform 
of the tariff in the interest of agriculture, remarking that— 


The agricultural interest, it will be seen, is much the largest interest in its ag- 
gregate product as well asin the number of persons employed. I believe no 
one will claim that this large interest isdirectiy protected. Itistruethat under 
customs laws there is a small duty upon wheat, barley, oats, and other agricult- 
ural products, but it does not afford any protection to the great wheat and grain 
producing regions of the country. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wilson], in 
discussing this question, stated that the cost of wheat in New England is about 
$1.70 per bushel, while in Illinois, lowa, and Wisconsin the price is about 65 cents 
per bushel. The Canadian wheat is the only wheat that comes in competition 
with our own. Canada being nearer New England than the wheat-growing 
States more than makes up the duty in the reduced cost of transportation. 

What is true of wheat is equally true of other grains. Therefore the farmer 
has practically no protection at all, and whatever benefit he derives is from what 
the Senne market furnishes for home products. Unfortunately for the farmer, 
the market price of wheat is fixed by the price which the surplus will bring 
abroad, or the price of wheat in London or Liverpool, At that market, where 
the surplus is sold, and which fixes the value of the whole crop, he comes in 
competition with the grain produced in the Crimea, in Hungary, and in the re- 
gion of the Baltic, from fields cultivated by what is known, in comparison with 
our own, as pauper labor. 

But I am told we must so legislate as to furnish a home market for all our 
agricultural products, and this can only be done by high tariff. Anyone exam- 
ining the subject will see that our agricultural products increase more rapidly 
than our population, so that if we do not export these products in their natural 
condition, we must do so by converting them into manufactured articles and 
export these articles. But this can not be done under a high tariff, for all na- 
tions will buy manufactured products where they are the cheapest, and the na- 
tion selling the cheapest will controi the market. Thisrule excludes our highly- 
taxed manufactures made from highly-taxed materials from the markets of the 
world, although we have natural advantages possessed by no other nation. 


The reduction of the revenue was not in 1870 so much the object 
which the Senator had in view, as the relief of agriculture from the 
baleful effects of ‘‘a high tariff.’ For in the same speech he assailed 
the duty on wool and woolens as particularly injurious to the farmer, 
and in illustration of this injury said: 

I will say with regard to the duty on wool and woolens that I regard it not 


as an intentional fraud, but as operating as though it were a fraud upon the 
great body of the people of the United States, I allude to the woolen tariff, a 
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law the effect of which has been t naterially injure the sheep husbandry 
this country. Inasingle county in the State of lowa, between 1567 and 
the number of sheep was reduced from twenty-two thousand to ab 

th usand in two years, and what is true of this county is true to a gre 

less extent of other counties in Iowa, and during this time the } »f ¥ 
been constantly depreciated. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I should like the gentleman to inform m ow aredu f 
the duties on wool and woolen goods would inure tothe advantage ¢ } 
grower 4 

Mr. ALLIson. I will tell the gentleman how, in my judgment, the wool-grower 
Wiil be benefited. As the law now is the tariff upon fine wools of a character 


1 this country is 100 per cent. upon their cost rhe tariff 


not produced 


c 
fi 
goods are imported and not the codrser fabrics. Before the tariff of 
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woolens of the same class is only about 50 per cent., so that the rw f 
manufacturers of fine goods mixed foreign fine wools with our domestic prod- | 
uct, and were thus able to compete successfully with the for n manufacturer 


of similar wools. But being prohibited from importing this ss of wools, these 
fine goods can not now be produced in this country as cheaply as they can be 
imported. Consequently, mills that were formerly « aged in producing these 
goods have been compelled to abandon business or manufacture the coarser fa 

rics. If they could atford to manufacture those fine ¢ hey would make a 
market which we do not now have for our fine wools, d with other fine 
wools of a different character from abroad. This wantofa market,as I under- 











stand it, is the reason why our fine wools now command so low a pri There 
is no demand for them at home, and we can not export them in compet i with 
fine wools grown in other countries. 


I know that the inconsistencies of Republican Senators are not Dem- 
ocratic arguments, but they are emphatic illustrations of the changes 
which party exigencies force upon party leaders, and will persuade the 
people that the Senate substitute is more a party measure than an effort 
to correcfexisting evils. 

What becomes of the home-market delusion of 1570, when the duties 
were as high, if not higher, than now? The Senator was correct in say- 
ing: ‘‘The farmer has practically no protection at all,’’ and ‘‘ unfortu- 
nately for the farmer the market price cf wheat is fixed by the price 
which the surplus will bring abroad, or the price of wheat in London or 
Liverpool.’? These were not free-trade arguments 
protectionists in behalfof agriculture and the farmers 
lost their force in 1888? 

The present cry of free trade when tariff reform is mentioned was a 
favorite subterfuge when the Senator from Iowa was exerting his great 
abilities in behalf of reform. The predecessor of Mr. ALLISON in the 
Senate, the Hon. James W. Grimes, as far back as January 24, 1867, 
encountered the same outcry of free trade which Mr. ALLISON reit- 
erates now: 


Why have they 


Mr. President, the man who opposes the passage of this bill must expect to be 
slandered. The“ protectionists,’’ asthey choose to call themselves, have alrea ly 
opened the vials of their indignant wrath upon the heads of those whose oppo- 
sition they anticipated. Threats of utter political extinction are hurled against 
every man who, in the exercise of an independent judgment, is not prepared to 
impose upon his constituents the burdens which the various manufacturing 
combinations demand. That portion of the public press suborned to their in- 
terests is rife with charges that ‘the capital is thronged with free-traders, and 
that British gold is operating to secure American legis}: eee ~ British inter- 
ests.”’” Every man is condemned in advance who would inquire before he would 
vote, 

We know whatall this means, and so far as I have the ability, 1 am resolved 
that the peop »le shall know what it means, 

It means that two or three large manufacturing interests in the country, not 
satisfied with the enormous profits they have realized during the last six years, 
are determined at whatever hazard to put more money in their pot kets; and 
to this end they have persuaded some and coerced other manufacturing inter- 
ests to unite with them in a great combination demand for what they call pro- 
tection to American labor, but what some others call robbery of the American 
laborer and agriculturist. 

It is the fashion to denounce every man who does not favor a prohibitory 
tariff as a free-trader, The charge is made that free-trade agents are at work 
to influence Congress, and that our tables are incumbered w ith free-trade doc- 
uments. Who has seen these free-trade agents? I have yet to see the first man 
who was in favor of free trade, nor have I seen any man who was opposed toa 
revenue tariff which would incidentally protect such branches of American in- 
dustry »s needed the fostering aid of the Government. Itis on questions of de- 
tail that we differ. We disagree as to how much money shall be taken from 
the pocket of Peter to support and enrich his brother Paul. 


Towa seems to have been represented on the tariff by gentlemen of 
every shade of opinion. When the Senator explains again, as he has 
promised, I hope he will reconcile his own opinions and explain why 
his predecessor and himself, both Republicans, are so divergent on the 
same question. 

Time will not permit me to collect together the many inconsistencies 
of Republican leaders. They would fill volumes of no small size. I 
think I could show the Senator [Mr. Htscock ], who has just preceded 
me in this debate, voting to put salt on the free-list and now sustain- 
ing the substitute with salt on the dutiable list. I could show other 
Senators now here voting free salt, but will confine my references to 
those who have just discussed this substitute. 

The debate on the substitute will offer the opportunity to each Sen- 
ator to explain his present position and reconcile what now appears to 
be a remarkable departure from previous expressions of political con- 
victions. 

SALT. 

Apart from the vast utility of salt in domestic life, in preserving 
meat and fish both for domestic consumption and during the longest 
voyages, it furnishes muriatic acid and soda, a glaze for coarse pottery, 
improves the whiteness and clearness of glass, gives hardness to soap; 
in melting metals it preserves the surface from calcination; it is em- 
ployed to advantage in some assays; it is used as a mordant and for 


| in manufactures is not restricted to thea 
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yield it also for the use of man It xation marks the pr 
despotism in ancient Rome, in Fran n Russia, in Austria, I 
relief from taxes measures the p f enlightened gov 
The exigencies of war and the pressure of debt may excuse the bur- 
dening of this indispensable necessary of life with the increased cost of 
a tax, but such an imposition in time of peace and prosperit sures 
the extent to which privilege and favoritism oppress the people in 
- ir daily life and struggle. The Mills bill places salt on the free- 
li the Senate substitute puts it on the dutiable-list. The t con- 
pd the interests of the people; the s nd looks only to t fit 
of the manufacturers 
rhe Senator { 1 New York | Mr. Hi K] enters into siatistical 
analysis to show, relatively and comparatively, the North and the South 


| in manufactural interest His theory seems to be that inasmuch as 


the South has but little investment in manufactures she has but little 
interest in the tariff question. I submit that this is neither a broad 
and liberal nor even a correct view. The interest taken by the South 
mount of capital which her 
citizens may have invested therein; with a broader and more liberal 
view she looks to the use of the raw materials which prosper 

freely under her climate than in the colder regions of the North. 

“he manufacturers wherever located are dependent upon the produc- 
tions of the South and West; and that is an row and contracted view 
which is confined either to the locality of manufactures or tothe amount 
of interestinvested. The exact line of demarkation drdwn by the Sen 
ator to designate the North hes escaped my memory, but I was forci 
bly impressed with the faet that in classifying the Southern States he 
failed to credit them with the large resources and exte nsive deve lop- 
mentof manufactures in Missouri, Kentucky, West Virginia, and Mary- 
land. An estimate of resources of any kind for _ Southern group of 
States which takes no account of these four States, is too palpa 
neous to call for reply. If I may use the expression, it is a statistical 
play of Hamlet with the Prince of Denmark left out. 

Whatever the purpose of such restricted comparison, the effect is to 
belittle and dwarf the South, and then impute jealousy to her peo- 
ple, because they are presumed to be less prosperous than the North. 
I deny the proposition that the South is less prosperous than the North, 
except by the devastations of war and the greater devastations inflicted 
since by the Republican party. ‘There is no standard or measurement 
for prosperity except that of money value, and even that is arrived af 
by statistics which are not always reliable. But by that standard it 
certainly comes with indifferent grace from the Senator who represents 
in part the great commercial metropolis, New York City, to forget the 
productive values of the South which flow through the channels of 
trade to and from that great city. 

The cotton of the South, in value from thirty to fifty millions, finds 
its way to market through the commission hous: which the Senator 
represents, and de oo its its tolls of commi ssion iu the tills of his con- 
stituency; and to the cotton must be added the naval stores, the rice, 
the sugar, and the molasses, as well as the profits which her merchants 
leave behind them in their purchases of goods. When all these are 
estimated, the words of the farewell address of the father of his country 
will find greater significance than the Senator gives to them: 
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The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, protected by the 
equal (not protective) laws of a common Government, finds in the ” “iuctions 
of the latter great additional resourcesof maritime and commercial enterpris 


and precious materials of manufacturing industry 


REDUCTION CONFINED TO FOUR HEA 
According to the report of the majority ther: y four he 
under which the people are to enjoy relief from taxation; they are 


NE TI oo cccnsinitvvinineas ~-827, 700, 783. 0% 
Free-list relief.. idécdbidiancads as . 6,423, 095.56 
Tobacco relief....... 24, 371, 460. 98 
Alcohol relief. 7, 000, 000, 00 
Total 65 559, 340, 49 
Estimating the present population at 68,000,000 the per capita re- 
lief is, from sugar, 41 cents, or $2.05 for a family of 5 persons; from 
free-list 6} cents, for the family 32 cents; from alcohol 9} cents, for 


the family 47} cents. total family 
relief, $2.844. 

The smokers, chewers, and snuffers only enjoy the reduction of the 
tax on tobacco, but these persons are but asmall part of the whole peo- 
ple, and they are taxed only when they voluntarily usethe weed. There- 
fore for every dollar of relief to the chewers, smokers, and snuffers a 
dollar of other tax remains on the whole people. There can be no per 
capita relief from tobacco, because the whole people do not use tobacco. 
The women and children, a very large part of the men and boys, neither 
smoke nor chew nor snuff, yet ail the people wear woolen c! 


Total per capita relief, 57 cent 


lothes, sleep 


improving certain colors, and enters more or less into as many of the | under blankets, and consume the necessaries of life which remain taxed 
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because the smokers and chewers and snuffers are relieved from tax. 
The least commendable part of the Mills bill is made the chief virtue 
of the substitute. 

The extent of relief to the family by the substitute is $2.844. That 
is the relief which an ordinary family of five persons would receive 
under the substitute. 

The amount which the same family would contribute to the Govern- 
ment under the substitute can not be stated until proper tables have 
been prepared. But as the duties which really bear heaviest on the 
people have not been reduced materially below those of the existing 
law, the subjoined table taken from the speech of Hon. Joun D. 
STEWART, of Georgia, in the House on May 2, will serve to contrast 
the Mills bill with the substitute in the matter of relief to a family in 
an investmentof $501. It will beseen that the Mills bill reduces taxes 
$84.29 and the substitute $2.944 for the family of five persons. 

Under the present law let us see what an ordinary family on a farm 
has to contribute to the Government. I submit a schedule of articles 
I l yy a family as an illustration, and the duty on them, and 

} 


ly used 
also showing the reduction proposed under the Mills bill: 


nost 


Net 
saving. 


Per cent 
One cook stove sdeoctebencnd encediseersscnvenesontet 35. 00 47= $16. 4 


By Millis bill ............... ¥ connivoninesytbiiesevianstigen sl= 


One set crockery 
By Mills bill 


One set cheap glassware 2. 24 | 
3 1, 64 | 

One set cheap cutlery 2.00 5 1.00 
By Mills bill 3 70 


Two carpets, $12 and $15.. 47= 12.00 | 


By Mills bill | | 8.00 | 


I is i i i Be a el ea ee 60= 12.00! 
By Mills bill............ 50= 10.00 
lasses cael peckbunniteadbendoaserenmenne 47= 4.70 

fp NOU WINES duce cies scpicvaatoensbnces Sanco 35= 3.50 


49> 1,20 
Free-list. 
Two suits each for father and two sons, six | | 
SIs TR canepasncencsevevounenhsseyenuetineteenint Si= 45.36 
By Mills bill 45= 37.80 
Two suits each for mother and two daugh- 
ters, six suits, $14 ; 82 
By Mills bill 40= 


Twelve pairs shoes, $2.50 each : d i 
Ry TERRE WENA, ses ctntvnsccccsocneveenesvevesecoeseotesceutnsantin eoneees 


| 
Six wool hats, $1 each 
By Mills bill.............. 


Six fur hats, $2.50 each 
By Mills bill 


Six ladies’ hats, $3 cach. 
By Mills bill 


Six bonnets for ladies, $3 each 
By Mills bill ....c0v00.... 


~ 
Ss 


Farming tools,including plows, gear, hand- | 
saw, ax, draw-knife, chains, etc 
hg RAN BN sosikcsicenciocats nach iat Naaclinleatsa Bence 


Q 
o 


i 


Medicines.. | 
BBG DESIG GTi ccivccsures enccieansr niece 


% 
— 


Thread, needles, thimbles, scissors, etc | 
FF Ne NE ivisinnce seshsianeitcdtinesccitneiaienpiiaaiaadae 

} 

| 

| 


Four pairs blankets, $3 each.............cescce cece 
BR PO OEE oc caccevevesecerscceveoscevesvsccnsemenssvel celidueuinibieed 


Two umbrellas, $2.50 each | 00 | 
IS WeeRacdcesesvocttennessconnsn beeen >etacaven sch eenneueeaeeinn 
Cotton hosiery, undershirts, ete...............+ “ 
By Mills bill 


Window glass 
By Mills bill 


Starch esse 
By Mills bill 


Rice cian 
By Mills bill 


* Average. 
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3ut, Mr. President, there must always follow unjust consequences 
and individual hardships under any system of taxation, and that policy 
which minimizes these hardships is sought by the Democratic party in 
a *‘ tariff tor revenue,’’ while the maximum of benefits to the mimmum 
of people is the natural and unavoidable result of protection. 

Both parties, then, Mr. President, are agreed upon a tariff for the 
support of the Government, but the Republican party goes further and 
favors a tariff specially in the interest of manufactories, independent of 
such benefits as incidentally flow from a tariff for revenue. This, in 
the main, is the issue—the shibboleth by which parties will be recog- 
nized in the coming battle, 

The difference seems to flow from the natural tendencies of the 
Democratic party to preserve equality and justice between individuals 
and interests, and of the Republican party to build up favorite inter- 
ests out of labor and the more productive interests of the country. 
Despotisms, Mr. President, exercise dominion under the pretense of 
protection, but in a democracy the citizen exercises self-government 


| and seeks the free exercise of his labor and the enjoyment of its pro- 


ceeds without restriction of the government other than for the protec- 
tion of his rights and liberty, in verification of that incisive and express- 
ive utterance of Mr. Lincoln, that our Government was ‘‘of the peo- 


| ple, by the people, and for the people.”’ 


Tax is defined to be a levy upon property for the support of govern- 
ment, and is just, as it regards equality ofall interests and individuals, 


| according to their ability to pay. The existing tariff e#empts the 
| $50,000,000,000 of capital of our country from taxation while it taxes 
| the food and raiment and medicine consumed by the poor, without ex- 
| ception from age, sex, color, or condition. 





Whilst the British Government emerged from barbarism, property, 


| being mostly in the hands of the aristocracy, was not taxed, and the 


revenues of the sovereign were derived from hereditary customs, 


| which embraced taxes on commerce, that still retain the name of 


*‘customs,’’ from the rude prerogatives of the crown, or tariffs from 
‘*customs,’’ equally piratical as at Tariffa on the Mediterranean. The 
means for the support of government were afterwards increased by the 
representatives of industrial communities, who voiced, to some extent, 
the will of the people; and since then the aristocracy have been taxed 
according to their property possessions, and commerce has become free, 
and wealth has multiplied and become more varied and diffused, and 


| along with it has enlarged the spirit of liberty and equality among the 


people. 

The manufactories of the American colonies were domestic, or were 
operated in the domestic circles by families, and in the workshops of 
mechanies; and as early as 1663 the colonists opposed all ‘‘navigation 
acts;’’ and in their resistance to restrictions on commerce was first dis- 
played the spirit of the Revolution. 

NO OPPOSITION TO MANUFACTURES, 

Soon after its establishment, the Government of the United States 
passed (in 1789) a tariff for revenue that operated for the benefit of 
these domestic manufactories in the families of the people, and in the 
workshops of the mechanics, without distinction; for whilst it raised 
the prices of imported goods it also incidentally advanced the prices of 
their domestic manufactures of which the consumers were the owners. 

The manufactures which were thus intended to be incidentally pro- 
tected were chiefly those of individuals, which were made by the fam- 
ily in the household and workshop. They were the products of the 
distaff, the hand-loom, the hammer, the anvil, the jack-plane, the 
draw-knife, and the shoe-bench, and were not those of associated and 
aggregated capital of corporations, trusts, and combinations. Protec- 
tion under that tariff, as well as under its modifications and changes, 
down to 1816, was to help the individual, or the simple partnership, 
where the individual liability obtained, and the competition which it 
guarded was between the individual citizens in the house and home 
and the aggregated capital abroad and foreign tothe land. Our present 
system of manufactures had no existence under that tariff. Corpora- 
tions with chartered privileges, relieving the individual property of its 
owners from liability for the debts of the concern, now the usual mode 
of operating, had then no existence here. The decision in the Dart- 
mouth College case had not then found expression favoring charters and 
vested rights in response to the matchless argument of Mr. Webster, 
inspired by excessive devotional love for his alma mater. 

I learn from Bishop’s History of Manufactures that in a list of thirty- 
two iron manufactories whose names were attached to a petition in 1735 
there is not the name of either a company or firm, much less a corpora- 
tion. “The one hundred and thirty families which in 1791 constituted 
the population of the town of Pittsburgh, by far the largest iron man- 
ufactory then on the continent, as it is to-day, were composed of five 
blacksmiths, two whitesmiths, three wheelwrights, two tinners, one 
clock and watch maker, and thirty-seven persons manufacturing, but 
not a single firm orcorporation. Thomas Jefferson ‘‘ made nails at the 
rate of about a ton a month at a considerable profit,’’ and was an in- 
ventor of many useful devices, and, if I may so say, besides inventing 
the Democratic party. ; v 

In the great trades procession in Philadelphia, which in 1789 wel- 
comed the formation of the Government under the Constitution, there 
were no corporations, combinations, pools, or trusts; but individuals 
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al l firms represented American manufactures, and their 1 : i I . re not « ‘ i l ( I it i 
: property was legally held liable for all their obligations. The en : tt t Me. 2 
s agement and protection which this tariff of 1789 extended to individua y { no 
Re was incidental to revenue; its 7) per cent. duty on the in eva ( ;' 
iy bar, bolt, and pig-iron, its one-half cent per pound duty « 
1 cent per pound on nails were the liberal protection w] i ‘ } 
received from the Congress, composed to a very large extent of 1 She l 
framers of the Constitution. Lone 
That kind rotection, incidental to revenues at these low ra to depres $ 
compared to present, was nominal, and tinued until 181 
the doctrine of subordinating revenues to protection 1 first ap- We 
pearance in our politics. Under the fostering: { ion t n- { rt . 
dividual manufacturer has disappeared and no long oys the er per goods 
couragement and protection of his Government. The scales, b m ‘ riff for nission t 
legerdemain, have turned, and the individual then protected, to- | abi lasu nt q tity } t 0 to 
day become the victim of protection, and in his place the associated | pay the tariff on th l i eive in 
wealth of corporations and the greed and chicanery of combinations, | such dedu n, would am to about ¢ 
pools, and trusts, with modern ‘* corsairs’’ at their head, now fill t é l had th 
land with hardship and want, domineer over the individual, and dic- | the Governmen ad 
tate the laws of Congress and of State Legislatures. e 
MONOPOLY THE CHILD OF PROTECTIO at 
In every department of business protection has planted and « the amount paid as tar 1 order t 
vated these un-American institutions. The food we eat, the bever- | he had paid to the Government rhe oan sed ‘ 
ages we drink, the clothes we wear, the conveyances that transport | vances the prices of his is that 1 © ta ; a : 
our persons or productions—in fact, all we are or all we can hope to | are paid by the consumers, including laborers and t > fa g. W 
become, is created, controlled, doctored and manipulated by these | constitutes what, by a strange | ersion, is called t 
hectoring and domineering combinations. They are both under and | of the home laborer against the foreign labor 
outside of the tariff; they are everywhere and in every kind of pro-| ‘he foreign laborer pays for his necessaries the reduced pric 
duction and mechanism, from the nursing-bottle of the infant to the | ahroad by the merchant. and only that, while : home lab 
nail driven in the coflin of the dead old man. And their monopoly of | jn addition the amount of the tariff to the m ant or to the 
the necessaries of life, with increasing power, adds to the burdens in- | manufacturer: but by absorbing the domestic manufactur 
cident to humanity and are inseparable from existence. | families and of the work-shops of our lab | substituti unde 
t was the expectation of Mr. Hamilton, expressed in his celebrated | the protection and by aid of class legislation. vast establishments in 
report in 1791 on manufactures, that their protection and encourage- |} which work is done bv iron muscles that never weary nor we t 
ment by duties and imports would render monopoly impossible, but | propelled by that wonder-worker. st ules of the eY 
experience has refuted his conclusions and shows that monopolies have | jactures have increased until thev largely exceed those of woods im- 
grown greater in volume and stronger in power and influence than in | ported, as they do in value the revenue of the Government; and on 
his day (see third volume Hamilton’s Works); and the dream of Mr. | these sales of manufactured goods untold millions are realized 
Clay in 1824 was that prosperous manufactories would reduce prices | fayored few. and the millions of toilers and their families as ¢ 
and alleviate the hardships of life for the poor and the workingman and | are pneing oppressed and becoming poorer and poore 
that protection would prove a barrier to monopolies. (See his speech | Jy what mode of operation are these wond 1 results ) 
on tariff in 1824. ) ; | about? Has the dream of the alchemist become a realit id 
But the first century of our existence as a government is about to | hidden secret of the ‘‘philosopher’s stone’’ been discovered, by w 
close with this people bound and fettered in every relation of life to the baser metals are turned to gold? Mr. President, does not the s 
hard task-masters of monopoly under its various and varying forms of | cret consist in that unequal, invidious class legislat witl 1 
combinations, pools, and trusts. | methods of enforcement known as the ‘‘ war tat 
So, Mr. President, this original, our first tariff act, was thus pre-| [Let us clance for a moment at some of the inside wot 
ferred as a measure for revenue because it incidentally operated to | scheme, miscalled protection, operating with the approval of 
benefit the laborer, who was both the maker and owner of these do- | Jecislation. and see how the magic spell of this m n Am 
mestic manufactures; still the principle of equality was urged, not only | rgmaney turns all it t hes into gold. 
for exercise in individual relations at home, but in our commerce with | 
all nations. ee ™ 
. i Tl B scm I l ut} ‘ l I l I Vv { ’ 
Harmony and a liberal intercourse with all nations 1} ‘ ‘ ! c } 
| all the American pat nts lor the manniactu of thi Mi OF steel i 
Says Washington in his farewell address— | then, under the protective tariff, was free to occupy and hold the cour 
are recommended by policy, humanity, and interest,and our commercial po!- try, its people, and its railroads, subject t A maple. ginicigs und px ——e . 
icy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither seeking nor granting ex- | €SCape Irom its exactions in that year there was procuced 
clusive favors nor preferences, consulting the natural course of things, differing American steel combination 1,500,000 tons. Che 140,600 mile trai 
and diversifying by gentle means the streams of commerce by favoring nothing. | roads in the United States have been made, by the ting } 
The incidental benefits of the tariff for revenue by raising the prices | t@riff, helplessly subject to this combinatio we aan - 
of these domestic manufactures, as all bounties will do, invited the | 10,000 to 12,000 miles of railroads, every mile of 
competition of capital, which, with hired labor and machinery, has ab- | ® steel rail, w aun h cost not less than $15 per ton more fr EnAt Ce 
sorbed the family manufactures and those of the workshops of the la- bination than they could have been purchased | epgand. tel 
borers into its enlarged factories, until the laborers, while not ceasing | ® tax of $13,500,000 exacted of new railroad me Ee ee 8 1 
to be consumers, have ceased to be the owners of their products, and | 2 years, an i the entire system requires BWal Wieesm Sees 
their advanced prices now go to the stockholders and capitalists, who | The additional cost of $1,350 per mile, exact y this combination 
own these factories, and not as formerly to the laboring owners. And | &™tails, for 140,000 mil charge of $ I 
in competition with each other at home, as well as with those abroad, | the existing protective tariff would impose ; 3 
and for larger profits, these capitalists depress the wages of their Ja- | Pairing of railroads a charge of 952,400,000 more than th 
borers, who, for the subsistence of themselves and families, ‘strike als could be bought under a freer and less restrictive 
to prevent the competition among themselves that might impoverish | A&210, Sixty-o id companies are combined in the produ 
and degrade them. | whose exactions are aided and ted 
The tariff protected the laborer when he owned the goods, and it pro- | Per cent. — : : , ' 
tects the capitalists now who own them and oppresses the iaborer who Again, the refiners’ trust in the wr trad t l pro- 
pays the pricesof the goods. The free exchange of their industries be- | tected by ad ity of © 2.04 per cent., and the sar ystem of provection 
longs to the natural equity of all legitimate industries, and it is the | 0! ©xactton and imposition folio i Ses SS eee t every art 
duty of Government to regard equally the rights of all, as it is also the | ecessary to ile and comfort. OF these t 5 Mr. Jilaine say 
duty of all to contribute according to their ability for its defense and | There is 1¢ among them all t lerives its being, owes 
support. Legislation, whenever a distinction has to be made, should | °' “@™e up under the patronage of the National Governmer 
be for the greatest good to the greatest number. | Strictly and exactly speaking this remark may be tru nd yet 
Agriculture is the foundation and support of all other industries, | nearly every one of these trusts is promoted and made 
and, more largely than others, exercises labor in independent rela- | customs duty which, embarrassing the sale of the iz ia 
tions with capital, and contributes more perhaps than all others to the | gives to the domestic article the control of the home m In a 
liberty and happiness of mankind. ‘The values of the products of our | prominent influential daily paper (the New York World of September 
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‘* tariff-fostered trusts’’ 
r cost per $100: 


11, 1888) the following list of is given, with 


the per cent. of protection and the lab 


Protection. 


Labor. 


| Per cent Per $100. 
$21 


Tin trust , 32 | 

General iron trust 45 | 25 

Bessemer-steel trust ‘ M4 9 

Soap trust. ‘ ose sones a onal 26 | 3 
} 


Linseed-oil trust... 5 
Envelope trust..... 

Cordage trust 

Paper-bag trust 

Salt trust... wreeneanes 

Crockery trust . a . oe amanns 

General steel trust ; spiloontiaainena . eal 45 
Plow-steel trust. 

Nail trust........... 

Copper trust.. 

Zine trust. 

Lead trust 

Glass trust........0.0000 

Rubber-shoe trust... 


il 
12 
15 
25 
40 
29 
29 
22 
99 
65 
45 
24 


And may be added cotton bagging and ties, which are now heavily 
oppressing the planter, and numerous others. 

‘The President has well said of the Democratic party: 

We believe that these trusts are the natural offspring of a market artificially 
restricted; that an inordinately high tariff, besides furnishing the temptation 
for their existence, enlarges the limits within which they may operate against 
the people and thus increase the extent of their power for wrong-doing. With 
an unutterable hatred of allsuch schemes we count the checking of their baleful 
operations among the good results produced by revenue reform. 

And yet when the Democratic party seeks to relieve the people from 
these exactions by repealing and reducing duties which produce a rev- 
enue no longer needed inits present volume, that simple and necessary 
proposition crystallizes both parties around threads of ancient politics 
and turns back our approaching Presidential election to the questions 
which divided the country more than a half century ago when corpo- 
rations, trusts, combinations, and pools were unknown, or certainly not 
known to such uses as they are now prostituted; so that almost at the 
threshold of a new century we find our countrymen thrashing over 
again the old straw our fathers left behind them, but with different 
and entirely new machinery. 

It would be not more ridiculous, but less painful, to clothe ourselves 
in the old continental dress—the silk stockings, knee buckles, and 
buckskin shirts of our fathers—than to fetter and bind the energy, en- 
terprise, and industry of sixty millions of their descendants in the lead- 
ing-strings which helped their ‘‘infant industries’? when the owners 
did their own work and enjoyed the profits themselves in their own 
simple and honest way, by which no one was oppressed—this before 
Whitney’s gin had done its work by increasing a thousand-fold cotton 
culture in the South, or Arkwright’s genius had multiplied the single 
spindle our grandmothers used as they ‘‘sat on the creepie and spun at 
the wheel’’ a single thread into the twirling millions which now sing 
in factories, with monopolistic hum, under the combination of machin- 
ery and pressure of steam. 

These oncesimple threadsspun and woven by our grandmothers, knew 
little of combined strength and served a plain and honest purpose, a 
stranger to political entanglements, but now its multiple has oppress- 
ive combinations, with commercial potency and political entangle- 
ments as troublesome to unravel as were those threads Penelope 
wrought for the shroud*of Laertes while impatiently awaiting the re- 
turn of Ulysses from his mysterious wanderings. 

HOME MARKET AND AGRICULTURE. 


The surplus domestic productions of the country over and above the 
consumption at home amounted in 1887 to $703, 622, 923, as stated in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury to this Congress. That vast 
value of our industries was sent abroad fora market, first, because it could 
not be consumed at home, and, second, because there were needed at 
home many articles of foreign productions. 

In the exchange this country swapped, to use a homely phrase, $716,- 
183,211 worth of its own products for $692,319,768 worth of the prod- 
ucts of other people, and received also the difference, $23,863,443 worth 
of exchange. The products which composed the exports were, from 
agriculture, $523,073,798, or 74.41 per cent.; from manufacture, $136, - 
735,105, or 19.45 per cent.; from mining (including mineral oil), $11,- 
758,662, or 1.67 per cent.; from the forest, $21,126,273, or 3.01 per 
cent.; from fisheries, $5,155,775, or .73 per cent.; of other products, 
$5,173,310, or .73 per cent. (Fitzel’s statistical report to Congress. ) 

Agriculture, which is victimized by these tariff laws, thus provided 
74.41 per cent., or three-fourths, and all others 25.59 per cent. In the 
exports agriculture bears to manufacture the proportion of 75 to20. In 
the labor of the country engaged in these two sources of production, 
agriculture employed, in 1880, 7,670,493 laborers, and manufacturers 
employed 2,732,595, in the ratio of 3 to 1. Why should the three ag- 
ricultural laborers be forced to pay taxes for the one laborer in manu- 
facture? The agricultural laborer may be unskilled, yet he guides 
the plow and gathers in the products which constitute 75 per cent. of 
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the country’s exports. Is he not as mu , and no more, to 
the protection and encouragement of the Government as his brother 
| laborer in the factories of the country ? 
Agriculture, Mr. President, is the natural calling of man; it is the 
| chief source of animal life; upon it depend the diversified interests of 
society; it turns the wheels of the factory, and propels the car of com- 
merce; it gives strength to the ‘‘sinews of war,’’ and potency to the 
wand of peace; then should it not rather be fostered than slighted by 
unfriendly legislation? Is not this culture of the field, the orchard, 
| and garden the source of the bread of life on which all must live, and 
to which in destitution and want all turn, with the hope and faith of 
old Elijah when he prayed on Mount Carmel amidst the priests of Baal 
for the clouds to overcast and give rainfall on the dry earth to save a 
famishing people ? 
it is estimated that between one and two thousand millions of human 
beings, besides the domestic animals, are daily fed from the products 
of the soil; yet, notwithstanding the profusion and prodigality that 
greets us on every side in this teeming land, the soil untilled fora 
single year would cause the wail of woe to supplant ‘‘ the song of the 
reaper,’’ and the giant specter of famine to brood over every hearth- 
stone. Then isit not suicide to visit upon this interest invidious and 
hurtful legislation ? 
What warrant exists in the Constitution, or institutions of this country, 
for favors to any class of its citizens which are not equally extended to 
all? If we listen to Washington’s farewell address, heretofore quoted, 
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| equality among all the children of our common mother is, under the 


Constitution and teachings of our fathers, the American doctrine. In 
that (the principle of equality and justice) were laid by our fathers the 
foundation-stones of our political structure, and any system of obliga- 
tion that exacts tribute from one class or one person for another class 
or another person to promote the individual interest of the one violates 
the fundamental idea of American equality, sap’ the foundation, and 
crushes the key of its supporting arch. 
AGRICULTURE BUYS IMPORTS. 

The agricultural products that are exported are those for which no 
market exists in this country, and amounted last year to seven hun- 
dred and three millions, which were sold in the markets where free 
trade fixes their price.* On the other hand, more than 80 per cent. of 
products of manufactures were sold in this country with a protected 
market of over 47 per cent. And this 80 per cent. is five times the 
amount in value of revenue collected at the customs, and is a bounty 
that comes from the consumer and goes to the manufacturer who makes 
and sells the goods consumed in this country; for they sell their goods 
to the consumer at the same price as if they had paid the tariff tax. 
Thus the farmer is compelled to sell under free trade, but he must buy 
under protection. 

The pauper labor of Europe and Asia fixes the price of the products 
of agriculture by competition in the open markets of the world, but the 
protected owners of factories in the United States fix the prices of 
what the farmer buys, Isit to be wondered that the farmer complains 
that while pauper labor abroad fixes the price of all he has to sell, that 
his clothing, his implements, his transportation, and many of the nec- 
essaries of life are not only taxed for the benefit of others, but the price 
itself is regulated and arranged to suit the greed and avarice of com- 
binations, pools, and trusts? 

The amount of goods imported in 1881 was estimated at $753,240, - 
125; and the amount of home manufactures of all descriptions during 
the year ending June 30, 1883, was estimated at $7,800,000,000. For 
illustration, let it be supposed that the one-fifth of the latter amount 
was of the same description of goods as those taxed, then the amount 
received as incidental protection by our home manufacturers would 
be twice the amount raised by the Government. So far as this amount 
received by the Government results from a tariff for revenue, the ad- 
vocates of the Mills bill, I will say the Democratic party, does not ob- 
ject to it. But it insists, inasmuch as the capital of the manufact- 
urers pays nothing to the Government, and the advanced prices of 
their. goods are paid by their laborers, as by other consumers, that tne 
manufacturers should be satisfied with getting double the amount of 
the revenue that the Government receives. 

But it seems their influence has become organized into the Repub- 
lican party—for twenty-five years hitherto the strongest party, as a 
party organization, known to the country—and seeks to control leg- 
islation specially for large profits by the influence of capital in busi- 
ness relations—and employment, whether so considered or not, fre- 
quently operates to practically sapport their measures—whilst agri- 
cultural laborers vote almost universally against the wishes of their 
employers without the slightest apprehension of results on that ac- 
count. Should the tariff average 50 per cent. on all our imports (and 
it does within a fraction), our exports would be exchanged abroad for 
a sufficiency of money to pay it, whieh would continue to swell the 
volume of anr circulation till its depreciation would reduce the home 
value of $1.50 to that of $1 abroad. y 

The prices of commodities that make up the cost of home production 
would correspondingly rise, without any increase of value, till the cost 
of home production would amount to that of competition abroad and 
the tariff added, and would continue to advance till the foreign prod- 
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act would again become cheaper than similar varieties at home, when 
importations would be resumed on the basis of an increasing cost of 
not less than 50 per cent. on all home production. Fixed compensa- 
tion, the wages of Jabor, and the prices of transportation, and of home 
products sold abroad, would not rise, but would lose, at least to the 
extent of the tariff, or 50 per cent. This would include our home 
manufactures sold abroad; for their home-cost having risen 50 per cent., 
would be equal to the tariff when there would be no protection at 
home, but in the foreign market; the foreign manufacturer would not 
pay our tariff, and our home-cost wonld follow our home manufactures 
as a tax of 50 per cent. in favor of the foreign manufacturer. 

The amount of sales of cotton fabrics in South America from the 
United States has fallen to less than $3,000,000, whilst that of Great 
Britain has risen to more than $60,000,000. 

ENLARGE THE MARKETS, 

There is a Democratic international policy underlying the effort of 
that party at tariff reform; a policy which seeks to open the markets 
of the world to American manufacturers, which hopes to increase the 
number and wages of workingmen by multiplying the products of fac 
tories until every market of all the nations shall deal in the cheap and 
beautiful and useful products of American industry, invention, and in- 
genuity. To that end the national Democratic platform of 1884 an- 
nounced that— 


We favor an American policy based on more intimate con ial relations 
with the sixteen sister republics of North, Central, and South America, but 
entangling alliances with none. 


That declaration is in perfect harmony with the initial platform of 
the party, the inaugural address of Mr. Jefferson, which declared for— 

Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, entangling alliances 
with none. 

In the line of the platform of 1884 the Senator trom Maryland [ Mr. 
GORMAN | introduced the ‘‘ bill to provide fora joint celebration by 
the sixteen American republics on the 4th of March, 1889, in honor of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the Constitution of the parent Re- 
public, the United States.’’ 

This was an important step to recover to American trade, commerce, 
and manufactures the great markets of the American republics—to re- 
move the humiliating fact that with an annual manufacturing product 
valued at $5,369,579,191, according to the census of 1880, but a beg- 
garly 2 per cent. of our manufactures finds a market in all the foreign 
markets. And that while the republics of South America annually 
import from all nations $475,000,0U0, of that sum the great manufact- 
ories of the United States furnish but $77,141,000. 

The responsibility for this great loss of trade lies with the protective 
policy of the Republican party. The restrictive duties which that 
policy has imposed on the raw materials produced by American repub- 
lics have driven their commerce and their products to the ports of Eu- 
ropean nations, where less duties or free trade awaits their arrival. 
Their hemlock, their dye-woods, their textile grasses, and their wool 
were all taxed at our custom-houses until the trade with the United 
States became unprofitable. Hence our manufactures find but a lim- 
ited sale in these Central and South American countries. It is a uni- 
versal rule that no people will buy where they can not sell, and hence 
where burdensome restrictions are imposed on imports there must be 
a corresponding decline of exports. The consular reports to the State 
Department contain many virtual protests from our consular represent- 
atives against the bad policy of restriction by high duties, as well as 
forcible arguments for a more liberal fiscal arrangement with the Amer- 
ican republics, 

In the same direction of liberality of trade and enlargement of mar- 
kets were the resolutions introduced in the House of Representatives 
by Hon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, on January 7, 1884, foran American zoll- 
verein, or customs union, on the principle of free-trade between all 
American republics, and like, or common duties, on the products of all 
other nations. 

The great Mississippi Valley, Mr. President, pours its abundant 
products both of the soil and the workshop through the great river into 
the very lap of all the American republics. But the restrictive policy 
of the Republican party has heretofore as effectually divested those 
marketsof American products as the Gulf Stream has carried the waters 
northward and Europeward. 

Tennessee, an important factor in all that concerns the Mississippi 
Valley, throbbing with vital energy, near the heart of thisgreat country, 
has felt every restraint that impeded the progress or hindered the de- 
velopment of that great empire of production. The need that is great- 
est along that valley is markets for the wealth which nature and man 
anpually turns out. That necessity will soon demand a larger field 
than the home market of 60,000,000 people. The world’s market of 
more than 1,000,000,000 of people can only be opened to the country’s 
energy by the liberal policy of the Democratic party, by which a fair 
exchange of national products is taxed only for the economic expenses 
of an honest government. 

As the quantity of the precious metals— 

Says Mr. Blackstone— 


increases, this universal medium, or common sign, will sink in value and grow 
less precious, and vice versa. 
The increased quantity ofthe whole— 


mere 
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Says Mr. Say, in his Political Economy 


reduces the value 


of any part, and t ers 

Che value, then, of our money is intensified or depreciated in the 
hands of our laborers as our agricultural products are exchanged abroad 
for products or money. 

The laborers of our country, then, Mr. President, not only pay about 
50 per cent. tax on their food and raiment and medicine to the Govern- 
ment and manufacturers, but the value of their wages is reduced in the 
same proportion, whilst the foreign laborers in competition do not pay 
such tax, and the value of their money is not depressed. 

The tariff expressing the amou 1t of cost of production ina nation op- 
erates as a tax on its productions in all the n ts of the world he- 


sides its own, and at home, our financial history sh lly 
repeated, in succession, an increase in the volume of circulation and 
depreciation in the value of money, a rise in the cost of production, ex- 
cessive importations, and a demand for the coin, followed by 
stitution and increase of paper and the convulsive contraction of 
value, so that in all this the tendency is to absorb the accumulation of 
the money and to swell the fortunes of a few. 

It will be seen from the American Almanac of 1879 that the ¢ 
producing cotton in 1876 was about 9.2 cents per pound and the price 
obtained 9.8 cents per pound, and I suppese the statistics of later years, 
during the entire decade, les the waste of the fields 
and the tattered condition of the laborers, a more unfavorable compar- 
ison between its prices and the cost of its production. The same de- 
pression may be observed of all of our agricultural products sold abroad, 
and, meanwhile, to our shipping this depression has been more destru: 
tive than all the storms that have swept over the sea. And but for the 
amazing productive power of the agricultural South and West s 
disaster would have ere now come upon us. 

In this connection it is pertinent to say that Spain imperted vast 
quantities of gold and silver from her discoveries in America, and as 
the volume of her circulation increased the cost of her production was 
proportionately greater than in the rest of Europe, for, as the money- 
metal became more plentiful, it became less valuable in its purchasing 
capacity. ‘‘ England, under the first Mary, then under the Stuarts, 
sought the Spanish trade, and during the reign of James IT, by the 
liberal policy of her laws, conducted almost the entire Spanish trade 
with Europe. The consequence was, the material wealth of England 
increased more rapidly duirng the latter reign than at any other period 
of the British Empire.’’ 

Spain passed tariff and restrictive laws to retain her circulation, 
whilst England enlarged hercommerce. Spain, from her narrow policy, 
hemmed in her resources by restrictive commercial laws and lost much 
of her prestige and commerce with the world, which intensified the 
value of her money and reduced the cost of production. England grew 
richer and Spain poorer. England, then a ‘‘ pent-up Utica,’’ appealed 
to Neptune for the power of his trident, opened her ports, extended 
her commerce to the world, became rich, prosperous, and powerful. 

And so, Mr. President, we are asked to play the part of Spain—draw 
around us a cordon, by allowing restrictive and onerous war-tariff laws 
to remain and become crystallized into our statutes, and thus continue 
to lessen the purchasing capacity of our money and increase the cost of 
production. Is this good political economy? Is it wise legislation ? 
Furthermore, this tends to invite travel and investment abroad, where 
the purchasing capacity of money is greater. Hence, the hegira of 
capitalists and their families at every incoming spring and autumn, 
transferring millions of money annually from our shores to Europe, in- 
dulging in marvelous expenditures while enjoying with magnetic com- 
panions coaching trips beneath the Druid oaks of merry old England, 
and in Scotland toying with the historic curios of Abbotsford, lunching 
on the banks of the Clyde, or regaling with hilarity beneath the shad- 
ows of the peaks of Ben Lomond, and return less in love with the sim- 
ple manners and plain democratic institutions of our fathers. And 
well may Mr. Carnegie spend a portion of his $5,000 daily income, 
arising from operating in iron under the protection of our existing tariff 
laws, in Scotland, where the purchasing capacity of money is greater. 

The protectionists, under the inspiration of Mr. Blaine, in a cele- 
brated speech three years ago, boast that $3,585, 408,792.52 of the pub- 
lic debt, including interest since 1860, has been paid mainly through 
the proceeds of the tatiff. This boastful statement finds echo w 
Republicans now. To the extent that it was paid subsequent to the 
repeal of laws that taxed incomes, it may be replied that not one cent 
has been paid by capital nor by the proceeds of manufactures, but that 
the means were obtained by a tax on the goods received in exchange for 
our agricultural products (as the representative of labor) paid hy con- 
sumers without any exception of age, color, or condition. 

PROTECTION ADVANCES PRICES, 

I have assumed, and I think correctly, that the amount paid to the 
manufacturers on the advanced prices of their goods is twice the am 
paid to the Government, so that in paying the $3,585, 408,792.52 to the 
Government, as is the boast of protectionists, the consumers, embrac- 
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ing all classes of laborers and their families, paid to the capitali vho 
owned the manufactories, for protection, twice that amount, or $7,170,- 
517,585. Nor does this latter large amount include that received for 
the support of Government nor that paid on our debt and its interest 
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since 1860. Thus, all amounts raised by the tariff and expended for 
pensions, internal improvements, public buildings, education, etc., are 
paid, not by capital, but by consumers, embracing laborers of every 
description, who pay twice the amount to home manufacturers that 
they pay to the Government for these purposes. 

Nor will it appear strange that the capitalists and protectionists 
should support schemes for profligate expenditure of money and the re- 
peal of the tax on whisky and tobacco, etc., when it is considered that 
they will pay nothing beyond that paid by ordinary consumers and the 
manufacturers will receive $2 for every dollar the Government will col- 
lect by a tariff for such purposes as to supply the revenue thus with- 
drawn. Yet the manufacturer is not satisfied with the exemption of his 
capital from taxation, and with incidental protection, but as competition 
multiplies and the cost of pwduction increases, he becomes clamorous, 
and with the greed of a Turkish bashaw reduces the wages of his labor- 
ers, and demands that the consumers, embracing all kinds of laborers, 
be further taxed, or tariflized, especially for his benefit; and now, under 
the operation of this special and partial legislation, besides a sufii- 
ciency for the support of Government, a vast amount has accumulated 
in the Treasury that invites wasteful appropriations. 

Nor is the enormously-accumulatedinterest of manufacturers in sym- 
pathy with honesty, economy, and virtue in the administration of the 
Government; for every dollar that is wasted, or is stolen by dishonest 
Government officials, to replace it the consumer is taxed, through this 
unequal operation of the tariff for the benefit of the manufacturer, twice 
the amount wasted of taken, and for every dollar thus lost the manu- 
facturer gets two. Noris it in sympathy with republican institutions 
and their principle of equality, as ittends to build up rich and privileged 
classes, not only exempt from national taxation, but with power to tax 


the constimers of manufactures (including laborers and the poor of 


every description) at the same rates that Government taxes them for 
its support on goods from abroad. 

Again, the friends of protection further compare the values of the 
property of the United States, estimated at $16,000,000,000 in 1860, 
and at $50,000,000,000 in 1883, and 1887, $62,000,000,000, and ignore 
all causes for such increase other than the operation of the tariff. (It 
is not claimed, however, more for a protective tariff than for a tariff 
for revenue.) It will be remembered that our circulation had a much 
larger representative value at the former, 1860, than at the latter period. 
And besides, our natural increase and foreign immigration, our railroads, 
our mines, and inventions for production and communication, besides 
the development of our vast domain from Mexico, with constant re- 
ceipts into the Treasury of apples of gold from California on waiters 
of silver from Nevada. 

These have all contributed to develop this immense wealth, and 
while being done our agricultural interests and our shipping having 
been retarded in their development by the operation of the tariff, and 
our manufactories have increased into mammoth institutions, mainly 
by absorbing the products of our fields, our domestic manufactures, and 
those of the workshops of our mechanics, as well as the developments 
which come most naturally from all these. Again, the protectionists 
further compare the prosperity of the North, as the friend of a protective 
tariff, with the condition of the South as opposed toit. The tariff with 
all of its ramifying influences has been enforced at the South and West 
as at the North and East. 

The comparison is, however, good to show the different effects of the 
tariff by robbing the agricultural portion that opposes it to enrich the 
manufacturipg interest that befriends it else by what operation of op- 
position to the tariff have the thousands of millions of their agricultural 
products been counted to their waste, and by what operation of sup- 
port have grown up from their material barrenness the vast accumu- 
lations of the North and East? And may it not be that the recipients 
of those bounties, through the operation of the tariff, will still further 
strip the South as, from the resources which God gave her, she quickens 
into new life; and may it not be they will still further draw from the 
entire Northwest the proceeds of their agricultural products in order 
to pay the expenses of Government and build up a magnificent special 
class of wealth and influence, contrasted with the destitution of laborers 
who, driven from employment by trusts and combinations (the legiti- 
mate offspring and handmaids of this unequal and unjust tariff legis- 
lation), seek subsistence by ‘‘strikes’’ or as tramps on the highways 
begging for bread? These trusts and combinations, with their pooling 
policy —now becoming so numerous and gigantic under the operation 
of our present tariff laws—is the realization of the gravest and most 
alarming fears of our fathers as to monopolies. 

EQUALITY OF TAXATION IN THE STATES. 

Under the jurisdiction of home rule in the States all are taxed ac- 
cording to their ability to pay, and capital is taxed for the purpose 
of education, internal improvements, etc., except such limited amounts 
as may be exempt for the protection of the poor. These influences 
of enlightenment and development under State protection or home 
rule are fostered in harmony with natural advantages and through 
the inspiration of demand and supply. But under the jurisdiction of 
the General Government the operation of the tariff exempts capital 
from taxation and taxes the food, raiment, and medicine consumed by 
the poor, without distinction of age, sex, color, or condition, for the 
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protection of capitalists engaged in manufactures. Our capitalists, 
therefore, can well offer to favor education by the Federal Government, 
and also internal improvements in a wild and extravagant manner 


| rather than by home rule, as in the former case their capital is exempt 
| and in the latter it is taxed according to value, while under local State 


government our food and raiment and medicine are exempt. 

Agaia, let it not be said, Mr. President, that under existing tariff 
laws the merchant pays the tariff, for he is compensated by the ad- 
vanced prices paid by the consumers; nor that the foreigner pays it, 
since he receives from the merchant the present prices of his goods in 
his own locality. But who pays the advanced prices of the goods of 
the home manufacturer? Why, Mr. President, if the consumers, who 
embrace all varieties of laborers, pay the tariff, how in the nature of 
things are our home laborers, who, as consumers, do pay it, protected 
against foreign laborers who do not pay it? Again, nor let it be said 
that goods can be sold as cheaply after paying the tariff as by paying 
nothing at all. If the tariff does not advance the price of goods, in 
what way, I ask, is it to afford protection to the home manufacturer ? 
The question answers itself. 

The arguments of the protectionists are much the same as those of 
the Irish and British landlords in favor of protection for their corn, 
but at last the laborers demanded cheaper food to keep off starvation, 
and they obtained privilege to buy where food and raiment were cheap- 
est and bring it beneath their thatched roofsuntaxed. This gave some 
relief, though a mere bagatelle compared to that needed by those op- 
pressed consumers. American laborers and our poor need cheap food 
and clothing and medicines, and they are told that they can get them 
cheaper by paying either to the Government or to the manufacturers 
47 per cent. on every dollar’s worth to which the tariff applies, and that 
this is protection against the foreign laborer who pays not one cent. 
Heaven save the mark ! 

England invites her laborers to the more refined production at home 
and opens to them her commerce for the free exchange of her products 
for those of the world. Whilst we are expressing sympathy for home 
rule and the sufferings of Ireland as we should, we are inconsistently 
warring against ‘‘home rule’’ at home, and by laying an exorbitant 
embargo are closing to American laborers the commerce of the world 
and reducing the values of their wages even below the relief of hunger. 
Our revenues from customs, as I have said, are paid by the consumers 
of goods received in exchange for our agricultural products. From 
this source has flowed all the means of the tariff towards paying the 
expenses of the Government and a large portion of the public debt, to 
construct internal improvements, to build costly palaces all over the 
country, to pay $80,000,000 annually for pensions and bounties, and 
incidentally to afford twice as much as all these to manufactories, 
to swell the estimates of their growth and lessen those of the fields. 
What would the tariff have produced without our agricultural prod- 
ucts that paid for the imports upon which the tariff was laid? And 
without these products, what would the tariff have produced to ac- 
complish all the results represented by protectionists as of the tariff? 


HENRY CLAY COULD NOT SUPPORT THE SUBSTITUTE. 


Ah, but we are told by high-tariff protectionists that it is ‘‘the* 
American system,’’ and they invoke the name of the ‘‘ great com- 
moner,’’ Henry Clay, to lend it inspiration and effect. In revamping, 
under existing auspices, the so-called American system of protection, 
they have superadded to its hardships and injustices the partial repeal 
of the easiest paid and lightest bearing tax. 

There is around the so-called ‘‘ American system’ a hoariness of age 
and respectability of origin which entitles it to careful consideration, 
even when its original purpose has outlived the circumstances and con- 
ditions which gave it plausibility and won for it a widespread popu- 
larity. ‘There lingers around the memory of Henry Clay a halo of ad- 
miration which, however any one may oppose his teaching, forbids any 
American from treating with disrespect any system which his genius 
originated and his eloquence exemplified. 

But it is doing no violence to his well-earned fame to assert that the 
very principles and circumstances which in 1824 induced him to for- 
muiate and advocate protection would, if he were here to-day, make 
him eloquent in the advocacy of tariff reduction. Recognizing justice 
as the great underlying policy of civil society, and that any national 
departure from it lies under the suspicion of being a scheme to plunder 
the many for the benefit of the few, Henry Clay would recognize the 
existing tariff as, in the language of Justice Miller— 
none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called 
taxation. 

See among his later expressions in 1843, after the ‘‘ infants ”’ could 
stand alone—his Bronson letter. Henry Clay, who was the illustrious 
friend of these infant manufactures, met these charges by a positive 
denial. In his letter to S. F. Bronson, of Georgia, in September, 1843, 
he said: 


The sum and substance of what I conceive to be the true policy of the United 
States in respect to a tariff may be briefly stated. In conformity with the prin- 
ciple announced in the compromise act, I think that whatever revenue is nec- 
essary to an economical and honest administration of the General Government 
ought to be derived from duties imposed on foreign imports. And I believe that 
in establishing a tariff of those duties such a discrimination ought to be made 
as will incidentally afford reasonable protection to our national interests. I 
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think there is no danger of a high tariff being ever established ; that « 
eminently deserving that denomination. Iwas not in Congress wher 
and did not vote for it; but with its history and with the circumstances w 
gave it birth Iam well acquainted. They were highly discre 
can legislation, and I hope, for its honor, will never be repeate 5 

My opinion that there is no danger hereafter of a high tariff is founded « 
gratifying fact that our manufactures have now taken a dee : 
fancy they needed a eater measure of protection; but as they grow and ad- 
yance they acquire strength and stability, and consequently will require less 
protection. Even now some branches of them are able to maintain in distant 
markets successful competition with rival foreign manufactures. 


Mr. President, were Mr. Clay here now to see a tariif tax of 47.2 
per cent., or an average of that, on every $100 worth of imported 
goods, from which was annually flowing an excessive revenue in 
of profound peace and unexampled prosperity; to see, not the feeble, 
struggling manufactories of his day, mostly operated in the f 
circles, but the overgrown condition of the multiple of those infant 
industries, with an annual income of 10, 20, 30, yea, greater per cent 
by which, through the outgrowth of class legislation, they have rap- | 
idly gathered untold wealth and grown to giant form; ay, sir, and | 
were Mr. Clay here to see as the consequence thereof the vast drain | 

















that this so-called protection has made and is making upon the con- | 


sumers, including the laborers, of this country, and to witness this proc- | 
ess of absorption on which the favored few have fattened into \ 
monopolies, do you think for a mome this great common 
vho, when alluding to such protection as he advocated (arguing in a 
celebrated speech made in 1824, that it would tend to prevent mo- | 
nopolies), would recognize this present monopolistic i 
bantling of that day which he, the high priest of his } 
at the baptismal font of justice and equity as I 
tem’’—a system, which asked 25 not 47 percent., and at 
American manufactories were few, feeble, and not self-su 
For him now to see not only the marvelous dey 


plethora of wealth, commanding millions of money wit 
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sidize the press and command a powerful lobby to work for a continu- 






























ance upon our statute-books of this existing and absorbing class ] 
lation would be to invite his condemnation. Legislation, which under 
its deceptive shield called ‘* protection,’’ not only opens up chann 


through which the golden current of Pactolus seems to flow into a vast 
reservoir of wealth, with its concomitant results of social and political 
influence, but inviting, if not creating, ugly method ich g 

to those modern ravenous and unconscionable capital izec 
known as trusts, combines, and pools—organizati 
within their unrelenting grasp the body of dependent labor, a th 
power to paralyze at will its manhood and its strength; methods, that 
limit at will, by a ukase from the head-center, the amountand price of 
labor by which they operate—no matter whether operated by iron or 
human hands—as they shut down and lock out dependent employés, | 
Not only so, but methods peculiar to corporations and combines that, 





ive Y . 
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boa-constrictor-like, wind their slimy folds around the honest istries | 
of our country, and with constricting coils crush out that honorable 
competition through which alone this class of labor can find relie 


And this, forsooth, is called ‘‘the American system of protection.’ 
Ay, Mr. President, these methods, I insist, reach out, even to cir- 
7? 


cumscribing and regulating the amount of field-culture, as in the | 
sugar trust, and limiting the amount of yield of raw material, as in 


certain mining trusts, for fear that a more extensive culture or greater 
yield might lessen the power tocontrol the market value of the prod 
uct, and thus encourage that competition which would deprive them 
of the power to command and regulate the price of 
*ast experience and current statistics show that all this tends to in- 

crease the wealth of the rich and the poverty of the poor; and while | 
this is being done, the favored few who are in the ‘‘combine’”’ are con- | 
tent to know that their share of the ‘‘ pool’’ will await their checks at | 
the end of every quarter. | 

i 

| 

‘ 





That vast establishments have risen up, especially in the North and 
East, as by magic, is admitted, and with equal truth it is insisted that 
our laborers and agricultural producers have been wasted to construct 
them, as had been the builders of the ancient monuments that perpet- 
uate the tyranny as well as the genius that built them. Where will 
we find in the records of the past a despotism that exempted the capi- 
talof the country from taxation and tazed alone the food and raiment | 
consumed, without any exception, of the laborer and ofthe poor? The | 
colored laborers of the fields, in exchange of their products for sup- 
plies, receive far short of the amount they would have received had 
there been no tariff, and they too are immensely profitable to the man- 
ufacturers, for they are nearly all agriculturists. 

And what does this vast accumulation of wealth pay to the Gov- 
ernment for its support? Its owners seem patriotic and zealous for 
the glory and prosperity of the country. They are grateful, and fa- 
vor the gift of pensions and bounties to its defenders. They are 
liberal, and would give vast sums for internal improvement by the 
General Government, and are indignant at those who oppose them; 
but they exclaim: Hands off! do not tax our money, nor our lands, 
nor our manufacturers, nor our palaces, nor our railroads, nor our | 
stocks, nor our bonds, to pay for them; but go and tax the food and rai- | 
ment and medicine generally consumed by the poor, including the old 
pensioners, the children at school, the ministers in the cause of Christ, 
the sisters of charity, the laborers and their families, of all ages, sexes, | 
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Would not this tend to paralyze and check these modern 
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ifer and bette: the r to get rid of the present $120,000, 000 
and daily increasing surplus reven in the Treasury, thus les g 
temptation to extravagant, proflig te, and demoralizing legisla! 
ind so provide for the future that such vast excess shall not soa 
mulate, but be kept in the channels of trade to strengthen and en! 
the business interests of the country? Is it not wiser, then, to adh 
to a tariff for revenue with incidental protection; to properly guard 
home as against foreign labor; to an economical administration of t 
Government, under the guidance of the present strong, bold, honest 
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I it, Mr. President, with that respect due to the opi: f 
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Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Presiden —~ 

Mr. DOLPH I understand t r ! 
to proceed to-night. 

The PRESIDENT p mpore. D the Sena f Illinois « 
sire to proceed this « ling ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should y 
be agreeable to the Senate. - 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to saya d about the prog of 
debate upon the bill. The Sena ii »is does not wish to } 
ceed to-night, and it is manifest that he ought not to be required to do 

iso. I wish to ask whether the bill can not be taken up at an « 
hour than 2 o’clock to-morrow, for if 1 address the Senate upon il 
subject I shall have to do so to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the course suggested by the nator m 
Connecticut will be taken. In the nature of things ws n not ha 
much morning business at this staze of the session. 7 efore I shall 

} move to take up the bill at an earlier hour in the m il to 






































accommodate both Senators. 
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ESTATE OF JOSEPH H,. MADDOX-—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read: 


To the Senate: 


I herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 2201, entitled “‘An act for 
the relief of Laura E, Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, ex- 
ecutor, of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased.”’ 

An act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, provided among other things that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of the President, might au- 
thorize agents ** to purchase for the United States apy products of States declared 
in insurrection, at such price as should beagreed on with the seller, not exceed- 
ing the market price thereof at the place of delivery.”’ 

Under the authority of said act the Secretary of the Treasury, with the ap- 
proval of the President, prescribed rules and regulations to govern the trans- 
actions thus permitted, and appointed one H. A. Risley an agent to act for the 
United States in making such purchases, 

On or about the 13th day of November, 1864, said Risley entered into a writ- 
ten contract with Joseph H. Maddox and two other parties, whereby the latter 
agreed to sell and deliver to Risley as such agent, at Norfolk or New York, 6,000 
boxes of tobacco, 350 barrels of turpentine, and 700 barrels of rosin. It was also 
agreed that all products transported under the contract should be consigned to 
said Risley as agent, and shipped on a Government transport, or if not so 
shipped, should be in the immediate charge of an agent of Risley’s, whose com- 
eos and expenses should be paid by the sellers. Said products were to 
xe sold in New York or Baltimore under Risley’s direction, and one-fourth of 
the proceeds, after deducting certain expenses, costs, and charges, were to be 
retained for the United States and three-fourths paid to Maddox and his asso- 
ciates. Ld 

it was expressly provided in said contract as follows: ‘‘ Nothing in this con- 
tract contained shall be construed as incurring any liability on behalf of the 
United States,”’ 

It appears that Maddox, very soon after the contract was made, acquired all 
the interest of his associates therein. 

The President of the United States signed an order or permit for the trans- 
portation of the goods, in fulfillment of the contract, and for the passage of the 
parties selling such goods through the Federal military lines, the permit declar- 
ing, however, that such transportation and passage should be ** with strict com- 
pliance with the regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, and for the ful- 
fillment of said contract with the agent of the Government.”’ 

Maddox and his associates were not at the time the contract was entered into 
the owners of any of the property they agreed to sell and deliver. But it is al- 
lewed that Maddox, as one ofthe parties to the contract and as assignee of his 
co-contractors, purchased 4.042 boxes of tobacco, worth at the time more than 
$735,000, for the purpose of fulfilling this contract. 

The tobacco was purchased by him within the rebel lines in the State of Vir- 
ginia. A part of it, he charges, was forcibly taken by the military forces of the 
Government and converted to its use or destroyed while being transported to 
its destination, and the remainder of it having been detained in storage at 
Richmond, Va., was afterwards appropriated to the use of the United States or 
was destroyed in the fires at Richmond upon the capture of the city by the 
United States forces in 1865. 

An action predicated upon the contract with Risley was brought by Maddox 
in the Court of Claims to recover the value of this property, but it was held by 
the court that the contract was void. 

On appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States the decision of the Court 
of Claims was affirmed, upon the ground, as has been previously decided by 
said court, that under the law the Treasury regulations and the executive or- 
ders concerning the purchase of products of insurrectionary States a purchasing 
agent of the Government had no authority to negotiate with any one in rela- 
tion to the purchase of such products, unless at the time of the negotiation the 
party either owned or controlled them; that neither the law nor the regula- 
tions for its execution protected a speculation wherein the products to be sold 
were to be procured by the contractor within the rebel lines after the contract 
was made; that private citizens were prohibited from trading at all in the in- 
surrectionary districts; and that the object of the law, and the regulations to 
carry it into effect, was to encourage the insurgents themselves to bring their 
products to agents of the Government, 

With this adverse decision all chance of recovery upon legal grounds or be- 
fore the courts was dissipated. But recourse to Congress still remained, As 
appears from a memorandum furnished in support of this bill, the alleged equi- 
ties of the case were presented to the Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-fourth, 
Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses. Two ad- 
verse and more fhan two favorable committee reports have been made upon 
the claim. No bill for the relief of the claimant has, however, passed Congress 
until the present session, when a favorable condition seems to have presented 
itself. 

The bill herewith returned empowers and directs the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to settle and pay to the representatives of Maddox the amount 
found due him on account of the loss and damage he sustained by the seizure 
by otr military forces of the tobacco purchased by him under the agreement 
referred to, excluding, however, the tobacco destroyed by fire in the city of 
Richmond, and provides that said claim shall be determined upon the evidence 
taken and now on file in the office of the clerk of the United States Court of 
Claims and the War Department and any other competent evidence. 

I fail to eppreciate the equities which entitle this claimant to further hearing. 

Every intelligent man should be charged with the knowledge that, as a gen- 
eral rule, commercial intercourse with the enemy is entirely inconsistent with 
a state of war, and that the law of 1864 had for its object the encouragement of 
the insurgents themselves to bring their products to us, and not the authoriza- 
tion of persons to roam through the insurrectionary districts and purchase their 
products on speculation. 

Even if the claimant did not understand these conditions, he certainly knew 
that his contract was based upon a statute; that the agent with whom he was 
contracting was a creature of statute, and that such statute and certain regula- 
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury made thereunder regulated the right and 
limited the action of all the parties to said contract. These things sufficiently 
appear from the very terms of the contract and the permit signed by the Presi- 
dent. The privilegesand liberties contained in this permit are expressly granted 
‘with strict compliance with regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

If, before or after entering into this contract, the claimant had examined these 
regulations, he would have found that they provided that * commercial inter- 
course with localities beyond the lines of actual military occupation by the 
Uuited States forces is absolutely prohibited.”” He would have also found that 
such regulations expressly provided that the power of theagent of the Govern- 
ment to make contracts should be founded upon the statement that the con- 
tractor then owned or controlled the products for which he contracted. And yet 
the permit of the President, which so completely put the claimant upon inquiry 
as to what he might or might not do, seems now to be relied upon as the source 
of equities in his favor, and is pressed into his service under the guise of a sanc- 
tion of his unlawful proceedings. 

Besides the general knowledge the claimant should have possessed of the 
eommercial disabilities consequent upon a state of war, and the information 
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afforded him by his contract and permit, a proclamation of the President, pub- 
licly issued September 24, 1864, furnished abundant notice of the kind of trad- 
ing which would be permitted. 

The property for which compensation is asked constitutes a part only of that 
agreed to be furnished. None of it ever reached the possession of the agent of 
the Government, but,as I understand the case, was at the time of its seizure or 
destruction still in the territory of the enemy and in rebeilious possession. If, 
in the circumstances detailed, it was treated by our military forces in like man- 
ner as other property in the same situation, there would seem to be no hard- 
ship in holding that the contractor assumed this risk as one arising from his 
unauthorized and, if successful, his profitable venture. 

Not being satisfied that there are any especial equities which entitle this 
claim to more consideration than many others where equities might be claimed 
in behalf of those who long ago violated our non-intercourse laws. I am un- 
willing to sanction a precedent which, if followed, might substantially work a 
repeal of these laws regarded necessary and expedient by those charged with 
legislation during the war of the rebellion and who had in full view all the ne- 


cessities of that period. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANsION, Oclobcr 10, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objection of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the bill and the message of the Presi- 
dent be referred to the Committee on Claims and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL IIEIN. 

Mr. SPOONER. On behalf of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEw- 
ART] I report favorably from the Committee on Claims without amend- 
ment the bill (S. 3351) for the relief of Samuel Hein. I ask that the 
bill may be considered at this time. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Samuel Hein, 
late disbursing agent of the Coast Survey, or his legal representatives, 
$1,285, being the amount disallowed by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


YANKTON RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I present a conference report. I suppose it does not 
require any action on the part of the Senate. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7547) granting the right of way 
to the Yankton and Missouri River Railway through the Yankton reservation 
in Dakota having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

em the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment num- 
bered 1. 

That the title be agreed to as proposed by the Senate. 

’ H, L. DAWES, 
oO. H,. PLATT, 
JAMES K, JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
8S. W. PEEL, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be filed. 


EXHIBITS FOR PARIS EXPOSITION. 


Mr. DOLPH. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask to have 
read at length with a view to its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 115) authorizing the Departments of the 
Government to use articles in their possession for exhibition at the Paris 
Exposition of 1889, was read the first time at length, as tollows: 


Resolved, eic., That the Executive and other Departments of the Government, 
the National Museum, the Geological Survey, and the Smithsonian Institute, be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to use for exhibition at the Paris Exposition of 
1889 such articles and cases as may be on hand and for which space can be ob- 
tained; and that any unexpended balance of the appropriation for the Cincin- 
nati Exhibition of 1888 may be applied for the preparation and boxing of such 
exhibits. 


Mr. DOLPH. This joint resolution was handed to me by an officer 
of the State Department to-day. He came here to see the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, who is absent. The resolution, 
I think, will meet no opposition. I have consulted all the members of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations who are present to-day, and all are 
in favor of the resolution and agree to its being put upon its passage 
now. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the joint resolution comprehend? Itseems 
to be pretty vague in description. I should like to have it read once 
more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resclution will be read 
the second time at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand what the phrase means, ‘‘the Ex- 
ecutive and other Departments of the Government.’’ What are the 
“other Departments?’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand that the articles which it is proposed 
to place on exhibition at the Paris Exposition are the articles which 
are now on exhibition at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Mr. HOAR. The joint resolution does not say so. 

Mr. DOLPH. I send to the desk and ask to have read a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of State to the chairman of the committee, which 
was handed to me in the absence of the chairman. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DrPARTMENT OF STATE, Washing! O er 10, 1888. 

Sin: The attention of this Department has been called to the fact that, with 
out Congressional action,the Director of the National Museum will have no 
authority to have articles shipped from that collection to Paris. The same is 
true of articles in the possession of the Smithsonian Institution and the Bureau 
of Ethnology,all of which Departments of the Government would be able at 
trifling expense,if authorized to do so,to make a satisfactory and creditable 
display at the Paris exposition which opens in May, 1889. 

it will be quite unnecessary to make any further appropriation of funds for 
the purpose indicated if the unexpended balance of thesum appropriated forthe 
Cincinnati Exposition may be devoted to packing and preparing the exhibits 
made by the Government there, and transferring them to Paris All that is de- 
sired is that authority should be given to the various-Departments of the Gov- 
ernment that have articles on hand to use them in the direction indicated. It 
is proposed by the Commissioner General, who, I believe, has been in corre 
spondence with the authorities of the Smithsonian Institution and the Geological 
Survey, that little more should be done than transfer the articles now on exhibi- 
tion at Cincinnati to Paris. 

A form of a proposed resolution is hereto appended. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
G. L. RIVES, Acting Secretary 


The letter will be read, if there be 


Hon. Joun SHERMAN, 
Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate. 


Inclosure: Joint resolution (proposed). 

Mr. HOAR. The jointresolution is slovenly, unmeaning, and utterly 
unworthy of the Senate or of a legislative body. The Senator from 
Oregon ought to put it in proper shape before it is passed. 

The Geological Survey— 

What is the ‘‘ Geological Survey ”’ as an official ? 

The Geological Survey is hereby authorized to use for exhibition at the Paris 
Exposition of 1889 such articles and cases as may be on hand. 

Where? It is accompanied by a letter saying that it refers to the 
articles which have been already exhibited at Cincinnati. 

The Executive and other Departments of the Government 
are also authorized. 

There is no limitation in the joint resolution to articles which have 
been exhibited at Cincinnati. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will ask the Senator if he knows of any such reso- 
lution that has been passed which specifies the articles in the different 
departments which are to be put on exhibition ? 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution might at least state, not indicating the 
several articles, that the responsibility of selecting such articles should 
be put upon some official or person named. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand the resolution to do that. It specifies 
the heads of the various bureaus or Departments which have the ar- 
ticles. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me very extraordinary legal phraseology 
to say that the Geological Survey is authorized to send to Paris ‘‘ such 
articles and cases as may be on hand.”’ 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not going to get up a controversy with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts about the joint resolution. Idid not drawit. 
It was transmitted here by the Department of State—— 

Mr. HOAR. I shall object to it until it is put in proper form. 

Mr. DOLPH. Otherwise I might feel disposed to defend the joint 
resolution and its phraseology. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. TELLER. While ‘‘ the Geological Survey ’’ is a common term, 
perhaps it is not technically correct. That designation ought to be 
be stricken out, and the Interior Department inserted. The Geolog- 
ical Survey is but a bureau under the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to that amendment being made. 
I will modify the joint resolution in that manner if it will be satisfac- 
tory to the Senator from Massachusetts; but if the rest of the resolution 
is not satisfactory to him, of course it must go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution having been 
read twice, is there objection to its present consideration ? 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations or placed on the Calendar, at the op- 
tion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

COMMITTEE ON EPIDEMIC DISEASES. 

Mr. HAMPTON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Epidemic Diseases have leave to sit during 
the recess of Congress, and any necessary expenses shal! be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move tliat the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator to withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will withdraw it for the purpose of hearing what 
the Senator proposes. 


9) 
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Mr. CALI I wish to give notice that at the conclusion to-morrow 
of the remarks of the Senator from II is [Mr. Cuttom ], unless some 
other Senator is prep 1 to speak, I shall address the Senate, by their 
leave, on the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation d simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the reven re} by the Serate Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Con wt { Mr. PLatr] 
gave notice that he would follow the Senator fr liz 

Mr. CALL. Then I will say at the nc] 1 of 1 I 
the Senator from Connectient. 

EXECUTIVE SI 


Mr. DOLPH. I renew my motion 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Oregon moves that 
the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Che motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to tine cons 
eration of executive business. After nine minutes spent in exe 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 26 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, October 11, 1883, 


at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


. . : , 
E ufive nominat s confirmed by th Senate Oct r ®. 188s 


POSTMASTERS, 

Everington D. Kelly, to be postmaster at Oregon City, ia the county 
of Clackamas and State of Oregon. 

Robert M. Carpenter, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the county of 
Audubon and State of Iowa. 

Samuel E. Carrell, to be postmaster at Adel, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Iowa. 

Perry M. Trumbower, to be postmaster at Muncy, in the county of 
Lycoming and State of Pennsylvania. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Robert F. Coates, of Wichita, Kans., 

at Wichita, Kans. 


to be receiver of public moneys 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Se e October 10, 18S8> 
james Petigru Lesoesue, of South Carolina, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Melbourne, Australia. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

First Lieut. James Parker, regimental quartermaster,to be captain, 

October 2, 1888, vice Lawton, who resigns his line commission only. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Assistant naval constructors to be constructors in the Navy: John 
F. Hanscom, of Massachusetts; John B. Hoover, of Pennsylvania: 
seph Foster, of Pennsylvania; Richard Gatewoced, of Virginia; and 
Francis T. Bowles, of Massachu 
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LiOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 10, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to undertake to make a 
correction of the Journal, if in order. 

The SPEAKER. Of the Recorp? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No, of the Journal. I weuld like to have 
read again that portion of the Journal which refers to the passage of 
Senate bill No. 3620 on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. What is the title? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. A bill supplementary to an act approved Feb- 
ruary 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to fix the day for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President.’’ 

The SPEAKER. What correction does the gentleman suggest ? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire to call the attention of the House to 
a fact in reference to that matter, and in support of the statements I 
shall now make I will ask the Official Reporter to read his stenographic 
notes of what actually occurred, and have that compared with what 
the REcoRD, which is before me, shows occurred, in connection with 
the passage of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk willagain read that portion of the Jour- 
nal to which the gentleman refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnperr 


On motion of Mr. Peer, by unanimous consent, the said bill, Senate No , 
was taken from the Speaker's table and read twice 
The House having, by unanimous consent, proceeded to its consideration, the 


said bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider, ete. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. If it is competent to do so now, I desire to have 
the Journal corrected so as to show that if that bill did pass this House 
at all it passed without a quorum. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. STONE, oceupied the chair temporarily during that proceeding. 
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He rose in his place and put the question to the House. I think no 
member except myself voted in the negative. But I certainly voted 
‘*no,’’ and loud enough to be heard by all of the members about me. 
Immediately upon voting ‘‘ no,’’ 
TOS 


t upying the chair, 
did n 


re] 
tUCAKY, 


on, 
rd disti 


oce e to decide the question, I called for a 
lhe Chair either ot hear me or refu xed to he: irme. I 
ly every word uttered by the Chair in reference to that 
powerful as his. 
as his fault, not mine; 
so th 


ing 
and my voice is certainly as 
but if he did not hear me it w 
oe served order in the House and upon the floor, s iat members 

nd pectfully addressing the Chair could be heard. 
now, sir, is to have the Journal corrected so as to 
xact facts in reference to the passage of that bill; and I want to 
know whether this is to be a precedent that the Chair, by a quick de- 
shall be able to cut off a member from ex his constitu- 
rights upon this fl 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Journal, the Chair will s 
rect a in that particular. The Journal does 
vhat is nid by members, but only records the a« 

ts proce di 
Dol ‘GH 


ire 


1 
ct LOW 


Cision, 
tional 


ercising 

or. 

e, can not be cor- 
irport to contain 

ion of the House in 


not pt 


ERTY. indertakes show what is done in the 
1ins the o 
But the J 


EAKER. The ReEcorD cont 
ites and proceedil the House. 
gentleman states. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The J 
The SPEAKER. And the 
into the Recorp of to-day. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Yes, sir; but it should go into the Journal 
and show that when this bill passed it passed without a quorum as 
required by the Constitution of the country, if the point be raised. 

The SPE, AKER. The Chair does not see how the Journal can be 
corrected to show that the gentleman made the point that no quorum 
had because if it was done the bill was not passed at all untila 
quorum had voted, and the gentleman had the right then to insist and 
to continue to insist if he had desired to make the point that no quorum 
had voted. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
recognized by the Chair. 
ORD - 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will submit the gentieman’s motion to 
the House as to whether or not the Journal can be so corrected as to 
show that the gentleman on the floor made the point of order that no 
quorum had voted. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. That would not bea fact, Mr. Speaker. The 
point that no quorum had voted was not made, for the simple reason 
that although occupying the floor for that purpose the Chair refused 
to recognize me to make that point. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair was absent at 
the time, having called the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] to 
occupy the chair during the hour for the consideration of bills, which 
hour expired before the present occupant returned. The Chair there- 
fore can have no personal knowledge of what occurred on the floor of 
the House. The Chair understands the gentleman’s statement now to 
be that the point of no quorum was not made. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. It was not. 

The SPEAKER. And therefore the Journal is correct. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire that the stenographer, if he has his 
oflicial notes, shall read them to show how the language as it appears 
in the RECORD compares with what actually took place on the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the officia) notes read, and if 
necessary have the REcoRD corrected to conform to them. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The object in correcting the RecorpD is to find 
out whether the action taken by the Chair on yesterday is to be con- 
sidered a precedent to be followed by this House in the future. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I was not present when the matter re- 
ferred to here took place and know nothing of it; but I would suggest 
that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SToNE] is not now in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is in the Hall. 

Mr. ROGERS. I now perceive that he is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has sent for the original notes of the 
Official Reporter, and will have them compared with the REecorp. 
While waiting for that the Chair will submit some personal requests 
of members. 


‘ial report of the 
! vaste is correct, as 
Lh 
passed. 


of course, 


ournal states that the bill 


J 
} 
gentleman’s statement, goes 


voted; 


I could not do that, because I could not be 
But if the Speaker would examine the REc- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HARE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Moors, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Gxst, indefinitely. 

To Mr. MANsuR, for the balance of the week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, indefinitely. 

To Mr. SAWYER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


and before the — man from Ken- | 


for he » sh 1ould | 
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they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House and 
Senate of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdam; 

A bill (H. R. for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson; 

A bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4174 of the Revi 1 Statutes of the 

United States; 

A bill (S. 3241) granting a pension to Easter A. Jackson; 

A bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Martha J. Cole; 

A bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Albert L. Ham; 

A bill (S. restoring to the pension-roll the name 
Lischewsky ; ; 

A bill (8. 317 

A bill (S. 30% 50) 

A bill (S 


ars 
R962 


of Florian 


033) 


Taylor; 


granting a pension to Mrs eo j : 

granting a ym nsion to Mary J. Foster; 

3018 granting an increa pension John N. Be 
A bill (S. 2742) to ineorporote the Brightwood Railway C ania of 

the District of Columbia; 
A bill (S. 2593) grantins 
A bill (S. 2567) granting 


se ol to. Ce; 


yension to Sarah E. McNamara; 
ension to Nancy Polock; 

A bill (8S. 1926) granting nsion to W iliaee Smith; 

A bill (S. 1671) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; 

A. bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (S. 1219) granting a pe ‘nsion to David Heinbach; 

A bill (S. 1089) for the relief of Henrietta M. Sands, widow of the 
late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 

A bill (S. 741) for the relief of William Tabb; 

\ bill (S. 619) granting an increase of pension to Leopold Mayer; 

A bill (S. 664) for the relief of William P. Wheaton and Charles H.’ 
Chamberlain, of California; and 

A bill (8S. 70) to provide for warehousing 

ORDER 

Mr. Speake 


r 
r 


ar 
a 
- 
+] 
& pe 
lief 


a 


fruit brand 
OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to ask whether it is competent to make a 
motion to reconsider when unanimous consent had been given to a mat- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. 
& unanimous vote. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then, on yesterday, the gentleman from Maine 
[ Mr. DINGLEY ] obtained unanimous consent to fix a certain day in De- 
cember for the consideration of a bill. I want to enter a motion to re- 
consider that vote. 

The SPEAKER. 
whether it was not made on yesterday. 
nal to be examined. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDs. “ 

Mr. McRAE. On yesterday when considering Senate bill 758 to re- 
lieve purchasers of, and to indemnify certain States for, swamp and 
overflowed lands disposed of, those who were present will remember 
that in the little discussion had the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. JACKSON] wanted to oppose the bill. I offered to yield him 
time out of the hour allotted tome. Hedeclined toacceptit. In the 
RECORD this morning there is a specch of over acolumn in length from 
him, very little of which was spoken on the floor in my presence. There 
are some incorrect statements and unjust conclusions in his remarks as 
they appear that I would have noticed if they had been delivered. 1 
shall not ask that the Recorp be corrected in that respect, but call 
attention to the fact that these statements were not made on the floor 
to show why they were not replied to by me. I was prepared: to dc- 
fend the bill and to answer the gentleman at the time, and think it 
was hardly fair to so extend his remarks after I had offered him time 
to be heard. I supposethe remarks are properly credited tohim. He 
assumes the responsibility for them, and I only call attention to them 
to show that they were not spoken in debate and could not have been an- 
swered by me at the time, and to now say that when the bill is reached 
again for consideration I shall take occasion to answer the objections 
made by the gentleman and satisfy any reasonable man of the justice 
of the measure. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. JACKSON. I would like to say one word in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAr] in regard to the statements he 
has made. I will be very brief. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON } 
asks to make a statement. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE] is 
correct in his statement that my remarks made yesterday on the floor 
were revised and corrected in the published Recorp, but’ not with 
more liberality than I think is customary in members. in fact, the 

gentleman’s own remarks made yesterday wre revised by himself so 
liberally and freely that when I saw the coy y it seemed to be gener- 
ally rewritten, and this called my attention to the need of revising my 


KILGORE. r, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


lt is. Unanimous consent is nothing more than 


The motion can be entered, and the Chair will see 
The Chair will cause the Jour- 


I desire to rise to a question of privi 
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own. But I make no complaint of this. I think he in pr yved th 

altl hou gh they are printed v ry different from the Reporter’s co} 

ter all, the gentleman and I have discussed this « quest ak fore, and I 

think the re is not} hat is not in line with the } tion 

have both generally n and did take yesterday. » far as I 

there are no disputed fa [he contest is as to policy and arguments. 
Mr. McRAE. It is not the revision of the gentle: 5 irks tl 

I complain _— of making a speech’in the R kD that he ought to 

have known I w ald req ply toif I had heard. Iso stated to 

I stated to him v en the bill was up that I would yield him a porti 

of my time, rest reine tomget Lf the right yrepl 1] it to h 























made his points upon the floor of the House so that I « | have an 
opportunity of replying. 
Mr. JACKSON. [I insisted ing on l { 
ing my own time, but the gent in dn 
not need to take time from the gentleman. 
In the way of revision I did simply what the gent 
in the same connection, only a little m« », as I had n 
. MCRAE. Irevisedan rrected the reportof wha \ é 
ter doing that extended a single sent e int \ 
you had no time at all. 
Your revision in tl am cons n 
I r in something else. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is—— 
Mr. Mol tAE. I only corrected what the reporter mad ay, al 
made no attempt to discuss the bill further than to er « 
asked me about it. J have no more to say. 
TAULBEE. Iask the gentleman trom Texas to yield to me ! 
a moment in order to offer a resolution and make abr tem with 


reference to it 


Mr. KILGORE. ield to the gentleman for that 


: FROM LOUISVILLE, KY., TO JEFFERSONVILLE, IND. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Thisis a resolution of inquiry which relates to the 
navig ration of the Ohio River, and I consider it very important that it 
should pass at this time. It would properly go to the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors, but there is not a quorum of that committee pres- 
ition read I do not 
reading of 


ent in the city; and if the House will hear the reso! 
think there will be any objection to its passage. If, on the 
the resolution, there should be any objection to its immedi: 
sideration, I shall not insist upon it; but I do not believe there 
any. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read, as fol] 

Whereas a proposition is now pending before the War Department for the 
construction of a bridge between Louisville, Ky., and Jeffersonville, Ind., et 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested, if not inconsiste: 
with the public interests, to inform this House 

1, Whether the proposed bridge can be built without violating existing law, 

2. What effect its construction will have upon the coal, iron, and river inter- 
ests of the Ohio and Mississippi Valleys. 


> 


3. What public necessity has been disclosed for the building of a bridge at 
that point. 

i. Whether any evidence bearing upon the foregoing questions have been 
presented to the War Department, and if so, what is its purport and character 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘The Clerk, very properly, did not read the pream- 
ble in full, but now that the House has heard the resolution I do not 
think there will be any objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the res- 
olution just read ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KiLGoRE] whether he will not let me, on behalf of the 
State of Pennsylvania, call up a bill to authorize the auditing ofan ac- 
count between that State and the United States. I have a request in 
relation to it from the executive department of the State of Pennsyl- 
Vania, and there is some comity due to a State in such a matter, and I 
am sure the bill can meet no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it wait until another day. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular 
order is the call of committees for the presentation of reports. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to present may be allowed to file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I must object to that. I want to 
call up a bill for consideration. 

The committees were called for the presentation of reports. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. 
all request for unanimous consent. The regular order is the hour for 
the consideration of bills reported from committees. The hour begins 





at half past 12 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 





The regular order is insisted upon, which cuts off 
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Mr. KILGORI I t to y 
next session 
SPEAKER pro tem; he gent f l ’ 
Objection having been made, t ill 1 mittee « ' 
House on th state of t { l 1 tl i ew t 
tself into Com it e ol Vi rt re \ 
d ire of the gentleman ? 
Mr. PEEI I suppose it is idle to consume further t t 
is there seems to be a disposition to stop all busine The g 
from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] announces that he does not | 
to let us go on without a quorum: andthe gentleman from Texas | M 
KILGORE] objects t » the committee being passed over, and | 
what we can do. [ Laughter. | 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
with a view to accommodate my friend from Arkansas {[ Mr. PEF! I 
understand his proposition to be that his committee shall not los 
place in the call. 
The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Arkansa 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs should be passed over for t 
present without losing s the right t » occupy the remainder of the 
belonging to it in this hour under the rules of the House. The Cl 
supposes that the usual course would be pursued and that the commi 
tee could come in and claim the remainder of its time whenever no othe1 


-ommittee was oct 
Mr. KILGORE. 
g ide ration of f thi 
The SPEAKER, 
Mr. KILGORE, 
The SPEAKER. 


scupying the consideration hou 
And the request would not fix a day for the 
s bill? 
It would not. 
Then I will make no objection. 
Is there further objection to the request of tl 





gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Pret] ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse do 
journ. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Before that mot t, I wish 
the gentleman would let us have the call of « { con 





eration of bills continued, as I am very anxious that the Library Co 





mittee should be called. Even though I know there will be objec 
to considering the bill which the committee will present, on a 
the absence of a quorum, I would like to have the call app 
record, just as | would like to have it appear of 1 l and got 
country that there are forty or fifty of us here present and t! 
might, if we chose, pasa a number of unobjectionable bills which a 
the Calendar and which would help many of our individual co 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to adjourn is pending, and debate 


not in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I only wish to state that the reason I make th 
motion is because of the announcement on the part of the gentlem: 
rom Ohio that no business could be done. 

Mr. LANHAM. Pending xy that | move that 
to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
division ~~ re were—aye: 30, noes 32. 

So the motion was rejected. 


d on the motion of Mr. McMu " h was 


lhe ?' al ym recurre 


rejecte 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will continue the call of committees. 

The Committee on the Territories was called. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to ask my colleague from 
Texas on the Committee on the Territories if he would make the point 
of ‘*no quorum’”’ on the bill for the admission of South Dakota? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I will not call it up. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman make the point 
of ‘‘no quorum ”’ on the consideration of pension bills on next Friday 
night? if so, I should approve of the motion to adjourn over until 
Friday, and from Friday until Tuesday, and so on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will continue the call of committees. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
from Texas, if he proposes to oppose the consideration of any further 
hills, whether it is not better to adjourn for a fewdays. I notice from 
the morning papers to-day that the House is falling to pieces like the 
petals of a tlower—— 

Mr. SOWDEN. Regular order. 

The Committee on Labor was called. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Pending that callI desireto ask unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Territeries may be considered 
as not passed so that it may be called at the next session. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the probabilities are that 
the whole list of committees is likely to be called through anyway. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. PLUMB. On behalf of the Committee on Labor, I ask unani- 
mous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill S. No. 405, 
and consider the same in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
< for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of this bill and consider it in 
the Ilouse. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering this bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 24, 
noes 14, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, and Mr. PLUMB were appointed tellers. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. It is unnecessary to go into the con- 
sideration of that bill, as the gentleman from Ohio has notified us there 
can be no legislation. 


| 
as! 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BURNES. Pending the vote on this question, I ask unanimous 
consent to suspend the count until I can make a statement and a re- 


quest of the House, 
rhe SPEAKER. 


If there be no objection, the gentleman will be 
permitted to submit a suggestion. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. BURNES. It will be remembered that on yesterday a certain 
bill relating to the Presidential count was called up by the gentleman 
from Kentucky and passed, and the motion was made to reconsider the 
action of the passage of the bill, which motion was laid on the table in 
the usual form. The failure of the presiding orficer to hear the objec- 
tion on the partof a member, which objection was undoubtedly made— 
and no member in the House will hesitate for a moment to indorse the 
integrity of the gentleman who occupied the chair—but it was evident 
he did not hear the objection made. Under all the circumstances, and 
in order that we may be in a shape which will be fair to all sides, I ask 
unanimous consent that so much of the action of the House as laid on 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
be rescinded. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is the bill? 

Mr. BURNES. It is the bill in reference to the Presidential count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MILLIKEN). The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the bill, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3620) supplementary to the act approved February 3, 1887, entitled 
“An act to fix the _ for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice- 
President to provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for President 
and Vice-President and the decision of questions arising thereon.” 

Mr. BURNES. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent simply 
to set aside the action of the House which moved to reconsider and 
laid on the table the motion to reconsider the passage of that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR, I object. 
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Mr. BURNES. I hope the objection will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Do I understand that objection is made to the 
request? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 


The gentleman from Ohio objects. 
I ask the gentleman at least to with- 


| draw his objection until a statement is made by the gentleman from 
| Florida. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have no objection to do that. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. I did not desire to make a statement, Mr. 


| Speaker, but simply rose to ask, if the objection. had been withdrawn 
| to the action as proposed by the gentleman from Missouri, what would 


I desire to ask the question of my friend 
| a | 


be the parliamentary status of that bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate that if the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri for unanimous consent had been granted, 
the bill would have stood as passed, with a motion pending to recon- 


| sider the action passing it. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
to be entered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No new motion wou!d have to be en- 
tered. The request of the gentleman from Missouri was to set aside the 
order to lay on the table the motion to reconsider, which would have 
left the motion to reconsider pending. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I trust that this proposition, which 
will leave the bill in the control of the House subject to any action that 
may be taken now or hereafter, will be acquiesced in by the Honse. 
We desire to adopt without further delay the conference report on the 
general deficiency bill. Ten thousand poor fellows are needing the 
money we are appropriating for them; they ought to have had it long 
ago. This isa bill in which numbers of poor people of this country 
are interested; and I do trust—I ask as a personal favor—that the bill 
may not be longer allowed to hang. By taking the action now re- 
quested we can pass this general appropriation bill, and I do hope—— 

Mr. MORRILL, I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
what connection there is between the two propositions ? 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Florida thinksthat he was de- 
prived of the right of objecting to the passage of abill called up by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] by the accident of 
the Speaker pro tempore not hearing his objection; and if that matter 
be put in statu quo so that the gentleman from Florida can be heard 
upon it or have a vote on it at any time he may call it up, he will not 
further object to the passage of this appropriation bill. That is the 
whole matter. 

Mr. MORRILL. 


And no new motion to reconsider would have 


That is just what I wanted to ascertain. 

Mr. BURNES. It enables us to pass the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, I was utterly unable tosee any connection between 
the two propositions; and Ido not see now why the gentleman from 
Florida should undertake to punish the whole House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. [I objected to the proposition because I 
thought a bill which had been passed by the House ought to remain 
passed. I did not know what connection there was between the two 
propositions. I would like to know whether it is understood by any- 
body that this bill in regard to which the’ motion to reconsider is to 
be pending shall not pass into law. If there is anybody in the House 
who objects to that bill, I would like to know it; for I care more for 
that bill than for the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I will say to my friend from Ohio that I do not know 
what action is proposed to be taken by any member of the House in 
regard to that bill; but the bill will be left as passed, with a motion 
to reconsider pending. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the bill has 
been returned to the Senate. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to say, in connection with what has been 
stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNeEs] and other gen- 
tlemen, that I conceive it natural that the gentleman from Florida, 
having called for a division which was not heard by the gentleman at 
that time occupying the chair, and which I thought, with due defer- 
ence—— 

Mr. BURNES. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to send a message to the 
Senate recalling the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask whether there is 
further objection to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before the question is put I want to make this re- 
mark 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One word. This is seemingly a bargain; it is 
not a matter of parliamentary proceeding atall; and I should certainly 
feel like objecting unless I were very sure that no other gentleman 
would make objection to the passage of this deficiency bill. I agree 
with the gentleman from Missouri that this bill ought to have been 
passed long ago. If it is now simply an accommodation to the gen- 
tleman from Florida that his motion shall be placed on record so that 
he may appear as objecting to the passage of the bill with reference to 
the Presidential electors, I see no difficulty in agreeing to it, because 
the matter of reconsideration is a privileged question. But if thereare 


Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
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other objectors lying by, and the gentleman from Florida is given this 


opportunity also, | think it would be taking an unfair advantage ot 
the courtesy of the House to hang up this deficiency bill any longer. 
I would like to reserve that point. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam sure there wiil be no further objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the gentleman is satisfied of that, all right. 
I did not know but that the gentleman from Mississippi intended to 
make a point. 

Mr. BURNES. Oh, no; I think not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I certainly am not disposed to object to the re- 
quest; but I feel it urgent that this deficiency bill should be passed at 
once, for the honor of this House and for the credit of the country. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to make a single remark before the House 
passes upon that request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend his re- 
marks for a moment, until a message from the Senate is received. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


that the Senate had receded from its amendments to bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a point 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of 
New Jersey; 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 
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to reconsider the vote by which was passed, and that 1 
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the vote by which the bill was passed 
Mr. ROGERS. I should like to k vy, if I 3 the 
object of the gentleman from Missour : 
fhe SPEAKER pro t ? it has been alr 
Mr. ROGERS. I was out of the House at the time 
Mr. BURNES. It is done because of the ‘ that by t vwtion 
of the Chair, of course unintentionally, the gentl ' m Florida 
| was deprived of his right to have a division on the e of the bill. 
| Those of us who sat near the gentleman from F] 1 are aware of the 
fact that he did call for a division, which, however, was not heard by 
the Chair. If the vote by which the motion to reconsider was laid 


itter stundings 


upon the table be vacated that leaves the 
House on the motion of the gentleman from Florida to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed. 


Mr. ROGERS. Is the gentleman from Florida opposed to this elect- 


lo 
te 


| oral-count bill at all? 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


A bill (H. It. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North | 


Carolina; 

A bill (if. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of a light-ship withasteam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; and ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler; and 

A bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Starling H. Tucker and others. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or 
bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis.; asked a con- 
ference with the House on said bill and amendments, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. SAWYER, Mr. DoLpH, and 
Mr. VEST. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HOOKER. I was proceeding to remark, Mr. Speaker, that 
when the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHERTY] called for a di- 
vision, I think, with due deference to my friend who was then in the 
chair, and who, I know, endeavored to decide this matter according to 


what was right, he ought to have been recognized in the demand for | 


adivision. But, sir, at the same time I regard the bill which has been 
passed as an important one. Itis for the purpose of correcting an error 
in reference to the electoral count which existed in the statute as it 
passed in 1857. It is a Senate bill, that is, it was introduced in the 
Senate and passed that body unanimously. I should regard it as un- 
fortunate after the bill had been passed by the unanimous approbation 
of the House if any action should be taken on our part at this time by 
which that important bill should be defeated; and anxious as I am to 
see the deficiency bill acted upon and passed, I should regret very much 
seeing the House put itself in the attitude where we might be very 
much embarrassed in reference to the passage of that electoral-count 
bill. I think that is an important bill. I think it was right on our 
part that it was passed. 

Now if it is understood the gentleman from Florida will not persist 
in his opposition to that bill, and will not raise the question of a quorum 
on the deficiency bill, then 1 think we should agree to the request 
which has been made and let the matter stand in that attitude. The 
deficiency bill is of greatimportance. Thereare several thousand peo- 
ple interested in it. It is one of the general appropriation bills, and it 
is important that it should be passed at once. I hope, therefore, there 
will be no further objection, but that it will be allowed to go through. 

Mr. ROGERS. I was temporarily called out of the House, and I 
wish to know what ig the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri | Mr. BuRNEs] to set aside the action of the House lay- 
ing on the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the elect- 
oral-count bill was passed. 

Mr. ROGERS. He wantsto enter the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Itwaspassed, and the motion was made 
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| cedure since I have been a member on this floor—a question havi 


Mr. BURNES. Ido not know that the gentleman has urged any 
reasou why he was opposed to that bill, but evidently heshowed signs 
ol opposition to 1ts passage. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I was in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore at the time this matter took place. The vote was 
taken on the bill. The Chair announced the ayes seemed to have it, 
and then with some deliberation announced that the ayes had it and 
that the bill was passed. At that time the gentleman from Florida 
rose and demanded a division. He states to me in private conversa 
tion that he demanded a division before the result was announced by 
the Chair. The Chair did not hear his demand. The bill was then 
announced as passed. No motion was made or put to the House that 
the vote by which the bill was passed should be reconsidered. The 
REcORD shows exactly what occurred from beginning toend. Ido 
not know what the Journal shows, but I do know that the Recorp 
shows that there was no motion made to reconsider, and therefore no 
motion was made to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. That 
is all I have to say. 

While I regret that the gentleman from Florida was deprived of his 
right, I wish to say for myself distinctly that I had no intention to 
deprive the gentleman from Florida, or any other gentleman, of any 
right which he possessed. The decision I made when I oceupied the 
chair in reference to this bill was only what the House had the right 
to demand at my hands as its presiding officer at the time. 

That was the only question in the matter; and beyond that no mo- 
tion was made or action was taken in regard to the bill. No motion 
was made to reconsider. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I will state, in reference to what the gentle 
man from Kentucky [ Mr. SToNE] has said, that it has not at any time 
been my intention to impugn his motives in this matter. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I did not understand the gentleman to 
do so. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I make the statement to this House, and I 
think the gentlemen who were sitting in my vicinity at the time I was 
on the floor will bear out the statement, that, having voted ‘* no,’’ im- 
mediately after voting I called for adivision. The Chair evidently did 
not hear me, and decided the question. Now, as to the matter of de- 
liberation—the deliberation with which he decided it—I think that 
gentlemen upon this floor will agree that the decision was certainly a 
very quick one. The gentleman, however, is of course the best judgé 
of the deliberation with which he decided that question; and I raise 
no point upon that. 

The practice on this floor has been—if I am any judge of the pro- 

ng been 
put, a member calls for a division, and even after the Chair has decided 
the question and a gentleman has arisen and stated that he had called 
for a division it has certainly been the custom of the House to have the 
division. It has certainly been the uniform custom of the present « 


| cupant of the chair. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that he now has the origina 
notes of the Official Reporter, which can be read if the gentleman fi 
Florida [Mr. DoUGHERTY] desires; but these notes show what has al 
ready been stated by the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. Stone | that 
no motion to reconsider was made. If there be no obj« yn, therefore, 
the Journal will be corrected, and it will be in order for the gentle- 
man from Florida | Mr. DoUuGHERTY] to make the motion to recon 
sider. 

Mr. ROGERS. Apointoforder. Can he doso, having voted ‘‘ no? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know how any gentlem 
voted, the yeas and nays not having been taken. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. If having voted in the minority 


The SPEAKER. There is no record of the vote, and in su 4 
any gentleman can make a motion to reconsider. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speak Would 
| the fact of a motion being entered to reconsider the vote by which that 


bill was passed bring the bill back from the Senate? 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 


g the chair on yesier- 
r. DOUGHERTY | feels that by any 
any right to which he was entitled 
, 1 simply want to say that I desire the 
House to give to the gentleman from Florida the opportunity to exer- 
right that he might have thus been deprived of. I will at the 
same time make my humble acknowledgment to the House for any 
error I may have committed, if I did so. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I willstate that so far as Iam concerned I will 
do the gentleman from Kentucky the justice to say that whatever right 
I may have been deprived of it was inadvertently done on the part of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. Speaker, I would first ask that the Journal be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. That has been done. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I ask to enter a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to enter that motion. 
If there be no objection, the Clerk will be instructed to request the 
Senate to return the bill to the House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a parliamentary 
question on Rule X VIII, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read Rule XVIII, as follows: 

Whena motion has been made and carried or lost it shail be in order for any 
member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for the re- 
consideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all other ques- 
tions, except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix the day to 
which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not 
be withdrawn after the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, 
and thereafter any member may call it up for consideration: Provided, That 
such motion, if made during the last six days of a session, shall be disposed of 
when made, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Speaker, tomy mind the arrangement 
proposed this morning sets aside the spirit of that rule, from the fact 
that the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHeErry ] did not vote with 
the majority. So far as the status of the electoral bill is concerned, I 
think that every gentleman here, except the gentleman from Florida, 
feels that it ought not to be changed. There is, however, one point 
with reference to the status of the bill upon which my mind is not clear, 
and that is how far it will be.affected by the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No such motion was made. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I refer to the proposition of the gentleman to 
make a motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. What I 
desire to know of the Chair is this: Whatis the exact status of the bill, 
provided the House agree unanimously to the gentleman’s request ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first decide the point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York. The gentleman makes the point of 
order that the gentleman from Florida [Mr. DoUGHERTY ] has no right 
to make the motion to reconsider because as a matter of fact he voted 
in the negative or with the minority. But that question has been fre- 
quently presented to the House, and ever since the Twenty-third Con- 
gress at least, and perhaps before that time, it has been decided as the 
Chair decided it awhile ago, The Clerk will read the decision made in 
the Twenty-third Congress, which has been followed ever since. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Where a vote is nottaken by yeasand nays, and consequently no record made 
of each member's vote, it is the well-settled practice to permit any member to 
move a reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, therefore, that the gentleman 
from Florida has a right to enter the motion to reconsider. 

The status of the bill is this. The bil] was passed yesterday, and the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. DoUGHERTY] now makes a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed. If that motion is called 
up now, it must be acted upon now. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, and 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Icall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 8. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No quorum. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to inquire what has become of the business 
that was progressing when the matter came up? 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that this matter was taken 
up by unanimous consent upon the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BuRNEs]. Of course, if the regular order is demanded, the 
Chair must proceed with the regular order, which is the hour for the 
consideration of bills reported from committees, 
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The SPEAKER. TI 
pant of the chair. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire 
ness can now be proceeded with? 
The SPEAKER. Itcan. Then i unanimou 

consent was a request by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. BURNE 
which was not agreed to, and afterward. the gentleman from Florid: 
| Mr. DouGHERTY], as a matter of right, entered a motion to recon- 
sider, which motion will be pending, and also the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra LB. TAytor] to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The tellers will resume their places. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illino’s, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill the title of which was read. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Would 
it be proper for me now to call up asa privileged matter the conference 
report on the deficiency bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I call up that report. 

TheSPEAKER. A conference report is in order, even when a mo- 
tion to adjourn is pending. The gentleman calls up for further consid- 
eration the report of the conference committee onthe deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the report be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was made yesterday; the previous 
question was ordered upon it, and the House was dividing, but no 
quorum voted. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I wish tomakea parliamentary inquiry. What 
is now the status 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that on the bill with refer- 
ence to the electoral count the gentleman from Florida has entered his 
motion to reconsider, and the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ezra B. Tay- 
LOR] has made a motion to lay that on the table. The pending ques- 
tion in reference to that bill is upon the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Where is the bill in fact? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has passed the House, and has been re- 
turned to the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Would it be in order to offer a resolution ask- 
ing the Senate to return the bill to the House, as a motion to reconsider 
has been entered? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this time, because the gentleman from Mis- 
souri has called up the conference report. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. At one 
time during this discussion a request was made, and, I believe, submit- 
ted by the Chair, that the Clerk request the Senate to return this bill. 
I wish to know whether that request was submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that in accordance with the cus- 
tom in such cases it would be in order to make such a request of the 
Senate, but it was not made. 

The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DoUGHERTY] and the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] will resume their places as tellers upon 
the question of agreeing to the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. BURNES. As it has been announced that the bill in reference 
to the electoral count has been returned to the Senate, I ask unanimous 
consent to offer a resolution requesting the Senate to return the bill, 
pending the motion of the gentleman from Florida to reconsider. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to inquire the object in 
having the bill reconsidered. 

Mr. BURNES. There is a motion pending now to reconsider, and 
the bill ought to be here. 

Mr. JACKSON. A motion was made to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

Mr. BURNES. The motion to reconsider is pending and also the 
motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There is no more use in talking. I will 
say to the gentleman from Missouri that if Florida controls this Gov- 
ernment let her take possession. 

Mr. BURNES. Oh, well, Florida does not. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Florida is not undertaking to do anything of 
the kind. A Representative from Florida is undertaking to place him- 
self in a position where he will not be deprived of his rights as a mem- 
ber on this floor. That is all. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution I 
have indicated. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will inform the Senate that a motion 
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The motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday 
next. 


PRIVATE BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bill of the following title was introduced and 
referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. RICE: A bill (H. R, 11584) for the relief of Florida Ken- 
nerly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of heirs of David and Barbette Carb, of 
Tarrant County, Texas, for reference of their claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mrs. C. A. Russell, administratrix of 
B. B. Neville, of Shelby County, and of M. E. Eubanks, heir of Ann 
B. McGowan, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, October 11, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Thomas S, Hasler, late sur- 
geon of Company K, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R, 2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shock; 

A bill (H. R. 10515) to increase the pension of William Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; and 

A bill (H. R. 7887) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 
Harrison. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. ALLISON, I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 11581) 
making an appropriation for the enforcement of the Chinese exclusion 
act. I should like to have the bill passed now, if there is no objec- 
tion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill for the purpose of carrying into effect the 
provisions of the act approved October 1, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act a sup- 
plement to ap act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations 
relating to Chinese,’ approved the 6th day of May, 1882,’’ and for de- 
fraying the expenses which may be incurred in the enforcement of that 
act by the Secretary of the Treasury during the fiscal year 1889 the sum 
of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated by 
the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3627) to increase the pension 
of John B. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Biddle; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3629) for the relief of the heir or heirs 
of John Howard Payne; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER-POSTAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no resolutions, concur- 
rent or other, the order of morning business is closed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a bill on the table which I had the honor 
of introducing on the 17th of September, relating to the reduction of 
letter-postage. If agreeable to the Senate, I ask that it be taken up for 
the purpose of enabling me to submit some brief remarks upon it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3558) to reduce letter-postage to 1 cent per ounce. 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after March 4, 1889, the rates of letter-post- 
age shall beas follows: On ail letters weighing l ounce or less, the postage from 
any point or place in the United States to any other point or place within the 
limits of the United States, and on all drop-letters, shall be 1 cent, and for each 
additicnal ounce or fraction thereof the postage shall be 1 cent additional. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate, and the Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, before moving a reference of this 
bill to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I desire to sub- 
mit a few observations for the consideration of that committee and of 
the Senate. 

Cheap postage on letters is something that interests every man, 
woman, and I might perhaps with propriety say, every child in the 
United States; especially are the business communities, as well as those 
who are poor, interested in having letter-postage as low as possible. In 
considering this subject, of course it is proper that the revenues of the 
Post-Office Department should be taken into account; and while, in 
my judgment, it never was expected that the Post-Office Department 
in this country would be self-sustaining, nor is there in either law or 
logicany very good reason why it should be, especially at the sacrifice, 
either total or partial, of the interests of the great masses of the peo- 
ple, any more than the War, Navy, or Interior Departments should be 
self-sustaining, at the same time it is well we should look to the prac- 
tical effect in the matter of revenues and the interests of tax-payers 
generally, of any proposed law looking to a reduction of letter-post- 
age. 

There was evidently a radical difference in intention between those 
who framed the articles of confederation and the framers of our Con- 
stitution. Under the former it is plainly to be observed it was ex- 
pected the Department would be self-supporting, while under the latter 
it is quite apparent there was upon the part of those who established 
our present Government an entire absence of all expectation of self- 
support. 

The great fandamental idea upon which the postal system of the 
United States rests is not that of revenue—as is the case in most Eu- 
ropean countries—but to disseminate intelligence, accommodate the 
people, encourage trade, aid commerce, strengthen the ties of friend- 
ship and social intercourse, and give stability and vitality to the social, 
business, and political fabric. 

In most of the countries of Europe the main object of the postal serv- 
ice is to produce revenue; we see, consequently, in England, that out 
of gross receipts amounting to £8,705,337, on money-order and postal 
business proper, during the year ending March 31, 1888, a net revenue 
of £2,771,517, or nearly $14,000,000, was realized; in Germany, that 
out of gross receipts from all branches of the postal service, amounting 
to 252,933,664 francs, in the year ending March 31, 1887, a net revenue 
of 34,088,665 francs, or over $6,800,000, was realized; and in France, 
that out of gross receipts amounting to 172,945,928 francs, during the 
year ending December 31, 1486, a net revenue of 33,069,462 francs was 
realized. 

It is, therefore, to the postal service of these countries respectively 
that they look in a large measure for the revenues necessary to revolve 
the wheels of government in the various other departments of the pub- 
lic service, and it is, therefore, a species of general taxation impressed 
upon and collected annually from the convenience, the business, and 
social intercourse, and the means of dissemination of intelligence among 
the people. It is, in other words, a direct and burdensome tax in these 
European countries and under these European systems upon those 
things which can not but be properly classed among the very essentials 
of life. 

In the United States it is wholly different. There is no reason what- 
ever that the Post-Office Department in this country should be self-sup- 
porting, much less that it should be looked to as a source of revenue 
to be used in liquidating the ordinary expenses of the Government in 
other Departments. ‘Taxes from other sources, on the luxuries of life 
and on those articles of foreign production which come in direct com- 
petition with the home products of our own country are more than 
sufficient to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, including 
any annual deficit in the revenues of the Post-Office Department. From 
these sources of taxation we are to-day confronted with what by some 
is regarded a dangerous surplus in the national Treasury, and all par- 
ties are insisting on a reduction of taxation of from $60,000,000 to 
$75,000,000. 

It may further be said in this connection that our present rates 
of letter-postage are as cheap, perhaps a fraction cheaper, than are 
the rates of any other country on the globe. The penny postage of 
Great Britain is a large fraction higher than our present 2-cent let- 
ter-postage, weight, distances, and value of coins considered. But 
however this may be, if without any serious embarrassment either to 
the revénues-of the Government or the postal service generally in all 
its varied and important ramifications the rates of letter-postage can 
be reduced below the present rate of 2 cents for each ounce or fraction 
thereof, thus extending a most material service to the great body of 
the American people, then it should be done without any hesitation 
or unnecessary delay. 

We are a progressive nation; none more so—yea, none by a very large 
percentage so much so among civilized men; and with our progress it 
is but right that our legislation should gradually tend to reduce, so far 
as possible, the burdens of the people, and lighten, so far as consistent 
with good government, the taxes of the masses upon all those articles 
of general use, which, like letters, must be ranked, not among the 








_epURIENDEROs™ 


Me 
io 
B 


rT 





1888. 


luxuries, but the necessities of life. Especially is the ordinary busi- 
ness letter, as also the every-day letter of social intercourse between 
separated friends, to be properly ranked among the indispensable neces- 
sities of business and social life. 

Prior to 1815, forty-three years ago, letter-postage was in this coun- 
try 25 cents on each letter of a single sheet of paper sent any distance 
over 400 miles, and 50 cents on a letter containing two sheets of paper 
a similar distance, and 75 cents on a three-sheet letter. 
(1845) the first reduction was made by Congress, whereby the letter rate 
was fixed at5cents onall letters going any distance under 300 miles, and 
10 cents on all distances over 300 miles; and what was the effect? The 
increase of letters written and sent was such that, although there was 
a temporary falling off in the aggregate annual receipts, it was not 
enough to create a deficiency. Seven years elapsed before another re- 
duction was made. This was in 1851, when letter-postage was reduced 
from 5 cents to 3 cents, and rates generally on second and third class 
matter were reduced, and yet, in 1865, there was a surplus in the Post- 
Office Department of $861,430. In 1882 the surplus was $1,400,000, 
and in 1883 about $2,000,000. The next reduction in letter-postage 
was in October, 1883, when the rate of letter-postage was reduced to 2 
cents for each half-ounce. This resulted in a deficiency the ensuing 
fiscal year 0; about $1,888,601, and in 1885 the deficiency, we are told, 
was about $7,000,000. 

But notwithstanding this great deficiency, a Republican adminis- 
tration intervened again in 1884 in behalf of the masses of the people 
and of the business interests of the country, and provided that letters 
not exceeding 1 ounce in weight should go for 2 cents between any 
points however remote throughout the States and Territories of the 
Union; and the rates, moreover, on newspapers and periodicals were re- 
duced one-half, Still, notwithstanding this increase in the weight of 
the letter to be conveyed and the reduction of rates for other matter 
the deficiency in 1886 wasnotasgreatasin1885. In thelatter year,as we 
have seen, it was about $7,000,000, while in 1886 it was about $6,930,- 
000, and one year later, in 1887, as we are advised by the report of the 
Postmaster-General, the deficiency was only about $4,000,000, or nearly 
$3,000,000 less than that of the previous year—a result brought about 
mainly by the large increase of mailable matter transmitted through 
the mails, and also by a very serious and indefensible curtailment of 
the star-route mail service throughont the States and Territories of the 
Pacific coast and elsewhere, whereby the people were unjustly deprived 
of proper mail service. 

But not only so. Notwithstanding the decrease in postage rates, the 
revenues to the Department increased in the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, $4,840,000 over those of the preceding year. Postmaster- 
General Vilas in his last annual report says: 

In part arising from an extension of the limits of mailable matter of the 
fourth class, ordered to meet the requirements of trade, and from the receipts 
of the special delivery service, but chiefly from the greater employment of all 
postal facilities consequent upon the rising business prosperity of the country, 
faithfully reflected in the postal service, the revenues have gained upon the pre- 
ceeding year bv nearly $4,840,000, attaining a height never reached before, de- 
spite the restrictive operation of various reductions in the rates of postage. 

It is true the expenditures of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1888, were largely in excess of those of the pre- 
ceding year; the expenditures for the year 1887 being $53,723,782, and 
for the year ending June 30, 1888, $55,723,782, or an increase in one 
year of $2,717,588. It is furthermore true that the expenditures of 
this Department were in the fiscal year ending June 30 last in excess 
of those in the last year of President Arthur’s administration—that 
is, the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885—in the sum of $5,677,547, the 
expenditures in 1885 being only $50,046,235, while in the fiscal year 
just closed, June 30, 1888, they were $55,723,782. Whilethis is all un- 
doubtedly true, itis plain that, with a commendable but not parsimoni- 
ous economy in the administration of the Post-Office Department, in 
connection with the vast increase of population and business through- 
out the country and the consequent multiplication of post-offices and of 
postal business, the deficiency now existing in the Post-Office accounts 
must, under existing rates, soon give place to a very large surplus. In 
fact, the late Postmaster-General, Mr. Vilas, while not favoring a pres- 
ent reduction in the rates of letter-postage, so states in his annual re- 
port. He says, in speaking of the reduction in the deficiency of last 
year over that of the previous year and of the great increase of business: 

While the fair augury from our present circumstances gives hope that during 
the current year it (the deficiency) will nearly if not entirely disappear. 

He further says: 

It may, therefore, be fairly affirmed that from the beginning of the current 
fiscal year (July 1, 1887) the postal service has again become substantially self- 
sustaining. 
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it is true the gap between x i exp ire is sdnallv. if not 
rapidly, growing less 3 ‘ wo or three ¢ 
four years at most, af ’ ’ tte: 
postage, will soon disappear. 

And hence it follows that w toa letrin nes tm the 
fiscal operations of the Governme ‘ ) ' : of 
the Post-Office Department, and wit td r upon t 
to supply annual d i th 
masses of the people, especially the business 
form the indigent classes, a reduction of t to 1 to 
each l-ounce letter or fraction the: and ; irop 
letters, may very properly be made. Such a would r the 
interest of the rapid exchange of intelligence; it would wnd 
add strength and vigor to business transa 3, and tend to the ma 
tenance, perpetuity, and strengthening of those ties of kindred 
necting millions of individuals throughout the length and breadth of 
our wide domain, and which add st h, stability, and unity to the 
nation, and by means of all which national prosperity is p ted 
and the great cause of civilization advanced 
THE HISTORY OF LEGISLATION RELA » TH I s OF I I i AGE 

IN TH AM) \ 

It may be interesting, in conne: 1 with this } 1 legislation, 
as showing the rapidity of the national growth, to note th t steps 
taken by the English Parliament looking to the establish: fa reg 
ular system of mails in America. ‘T i ena n it ibject 
was made in the year 1710. It is contained in chapter 10 of the 9th 
Queen Anne and was an act providing tor the ¢ tab ment ’ gen 
eral post-office for all Her Majesty’s dominions and for ting aparta 
weekly sum out of the revenues thereof, that is of the revenues of the 
post-office for, to quote the act, ** the service of the war and o Ele 
Majesty’s occasions.’’ 

This act also fixed a schedule of postage rates throughout the En- 

| glish dominions, including, of course, t! {merican colon Phe 
schedule was lengthy and complicated. It provided, for instance, 
among other things 

Thaton all lettersand packets from New York to New I lon,the é vnin 
Connecticut, in New England, and from Philadelphia, the 1 Penn- 
sylvania, and from those places back to New York, th stage s iid m a 
single letter 9 pence; double letter, ls, 6 treble 5. od et- 
ter, 58. 

It also provided— 

That on all letters and packets from New Lond und Phila ‘ 
place not exceeding English n ~ id t ura } i 
be on asingle letter, 4d.; double letter, Sd. ; tr I i La 
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This prediction of the late Postmaster-General Vilas in his last an- | 


nual report, it is true, has not been entirely verified, inasmuch as the 
Department, instead of showing an entire disappearance of any defi- 
ciency for the current year referred to by Mr. Vilas, or that the postal 
service has from the beginning of the current fiscal year (July 1,1887 
again become self-sustaining, there is an actual deficiency of $2,555,040, 
Still it is true that although the expenditures are thus largely increased, 
that is, in the sum of $5,677,547 over those of 1885, the last year of Re- 
publican administration—still, owing to the largely increased revenues, 


ls. and 4d, 

The next important step was taken in I I ( y 
III), which was an act to alter certain rates of postage and to amend, 
explain, and enlarge several provisions in an act madein the ninth 
year of the reign of Queen Anne, and in other acts rel ‘ 
nue of the post-office. 

LEGISLATION AS TO LETTER POSTAGE BY THE CON’ NTAL Ct 


The next important legislation in reference to this general 
postal service in America was the a yf the Continer 
July 26, 1775. This act provided that a Postmaster-General should be 
appointed for the United Colonies, who should hold his office at Phila- 
del phia and should be allowed a salary of $1,000 per annum for himself 
and $340 per annum for a secretary and comptroller, with power to 
suggest so many deputies as to him might seem proper and necessary. 

This act also provided that a line of posts should be appointed, under 
the direction of the Postmaster-General, from Falmouth in New England 
to Savannah in Georgia, with as many cross-posts as heshould think fit. 

This act further provided an allowance to the deputies in lieu of sal- 
ary and of contingent expenses of 20 per cent. on the sums they col- 
lected and paid into the general post-office annually when the whole 
was under or not exceeding $1,000 and 10 per cent. for all sums above 
$1,000 a year. 

It was also recommended by the Continental Congress that the Post 
master-General should establish a weekly post to South Carolina. The 
Journals of the Continental Congress further show that on that date 
(July 26, 1775), the Congress proceeded to the election of 
ter-General for one year and until another should be appointed 
future Congress, at which election Benjamin Franklin was unanimously 
chosen Postmaster-General. 

By the act of the Continental Congress of April 16, 1779, the then 
rates ot postage, which were fixed by chapter 10, 9 Queen Anne, in 1710, 
were doubled. 

The next change in postal rates is to be found in a resolution of the 
Continental Congress of December 28, 1779, by which it was provided 
that the rate of postage until the further orders of Congress should be, 
‘*twenty prices upon the sums paid in the year 1775.”’ Five mon 
later, on May 5, 1780, by a resolution adopted on that date, the rates 
This act also provided as follows 
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of postage were doubled. 


That all masters of packets and other vessels in Continental service be, and 
they are hereby, required to lodge whatever letters they ing from abroad, in 
the post-office nearest to the port where they shail arrive and immediately after 


their arrival. 
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mber 12, 1780, it was provided by a resolution of the 
rress as follows: 


of postage on letters be fixed at half tl utes paid at the com- 


war, 


3 resolution further provided as follows: 


t the post-riders to the eastward during their necessary st 


sy at Fishkill 
ir horses kept in the public stables, ond that a reasonable deduction be 
from their pay for the forage they shall be supplied with. 
nd it was further ordered: 
the Postmaster-General order the post-riders to travel through Con- 
at a distance from the sea shore in such a manner as may render them 
ft om attempts of a like nature with that which lately happened at Strat- 
, in that State, 


vould. seem from this that the people of Connecticut in and about 

tford had about that time, 1780, been interfering in some way with 
snglish mail service in this country, 

next change made by the Continental Congress in postage on 

s by resolution of October 19, 1781, when it was resolved as 


iat the price to be paid for the postage of letters be reduced to what it was 
tthe commencement of the present war. 

This resolution authorized the Postmaster-General— 

Toallow the several postmasters such commission per cent, as he should think 
their respective services merit, so that the said commissions did not in the whole 
‘ eed 20 per cent.; and, further, that he cause the mail to be carried with all 
dispatch once a week; and, still further, that from and after the Ist day of De- 
eember next (1871) all express riders on constant pay be dismissed from the pub- 
lic service, 

This state of the postal service, in so far as the rates of postage on 
letters were concerned, continued for one year, until October, 1782, 
when a lengthy enactment upon the subject of i 1¢ mail service in this 
country, entitled ‘‘An ordinance for regulating the post-office of the 
United States of America,’’ was passed. By this ordinance the rates 
of postage on letters to and from the different post-offices within the 
United States were as follows, in pennywei ghis and grains of silver, 
estimating each pennyweight at five-ninetieths of a dollar, to wit: For 
any distance not exceeding 60 miles, 1 pennyweight 8 grains; upwards 
of 60 and not exceeding 100 miles, 2 pennyweights; upward of 100 and 
not exceeding 200 miles, 2 pennyweights 16 grains; and soon, 16 grains 
advance for every 100 miles. These were the inland rates; other rates 
were provided for foreign mail matter. 

The next change in the letter postal rates in this country was brought 
about by a resolution of Congre ss on October 20, 1787, when it was re- 
solved as follows: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and instructed 


to alter the present rates of postage so as to reduce them as nearly 25 per cent 


as will consist with the present mode of calculating pennyweights and grains. 
of silver, in order to reduce them to the currencies of the several States, and 
that he make the necessary arrangements so that the new rates may take place 
on the 5th day of April next. 

This resolution also provided as follows: 


Whereas large packets would frequently be sent by post if a proportionably 
less rat« of postage were « harged for them than for letters: Therefore 
esol rhat the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, authorize d to fix 
such rates ‘on r pound weight for the carriage of such packets as he mi uy judge 
will be most likely to induce persons to se nd such by post. 


LETTER POSTAL LEGISLATION UNDER THE PRESENT GOVERNMENT, 

The history of legislation in reference to the rates of letter postage 
in this country since the adoption of our Constitution is very interest- 
ing and may very properly be considered with profit in connection with 
the consideration of the pending measure looking to the reduction of 
postage on letters to 1 cent per ounce, and especially with reference to 
the question already briefly referred to, that of the effect of the sev- 
eral reductions on the revenues of the Post-Office Department. 

The act of February 20, 1792, was the first act under our present 
Constitution fixing the rates of postage on domestic letters. That act 
established the following rates, to take effect on the Ist day of June, 
1782. Section 9 provided— 

For every single letter not exce eding 30 miles, 6 cents; for every single letter 
over 30 miles pa not exceeding 60 miles, 8 cents; tor every single letter over 60 
miles and not exceeding 100 miles, 10 cents; for every single letter over 100 
miles and not exceeding 150 miles, 12} cents; for every single letter over 150 
miles and not exceeding 200 miles, 15 cents; for every single letter over 200 
miles and not exceeding 250 miles, 17 cents; for every single letter over 20 
miles and not exceeding 350 miles, 20 cents; for every single letter over 350 
miles and not exceeding 450 miles, 22 cents; and for every single letter over 
450 miles, 25 cents. 

This act also provided that for every double letter double these rates 
should be paid, and for every triple letter triple such rates. 

The next change in rates of domestic letter-postage was made by sec- 
tion 7 of the act of March 2, 1799. That act established a general post- 
oflice at the seat of Government of the United States, and provided 
that— 

For every letter composed of a single sheet of paper conveyed not exceeding 
40 miles, 8 cents; over 40 miles and not exceeding 90 miles, 10 cents; over 90 
miles and not exceeding 150 miles, 12} cents; over 150 miles and not exceeding 
800 miles, 17 cents; over 300 miles and not exceeding x 500 miles, 20 cents; over 
500 miles, 25 cents, 

By this act a letter containing two pieces of paper was designated as 
‘‘a double letter,’’ and double the above rates of postage were to be paid. 

A letter containing three pieces of paper was designated as ‘‘a triple 
letter,’’ and on which triple the above rates were to be paid. 
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his act also, 
to pay mail-carriers 1 cent for each way-letter delivered to them, also mail-car- 
riers authorized to demand a a receive 2 cents in addition to the ordinary 
postage for eve ry) letter delivered by them to persons living between post-oflices 
on their rout 


The next change in the rates of postage on letters was made by sec- 
tion 11 of the act of April 30, 1810, and was as follows: 


A letter containing a single sheet of paper to be sent— 
Forty miles 
From 40 to 99 miles 
From 90 to 150 miles . 
From 150 to 300 miles..... 
From 300 to 500 miles sebee 
And all over 500 miles................ 


in section 13, authorized postmasters— 


On double letters, or two pieces of paper double, these rates were 
charged, and on triple, or three pieces of paper, triple rates. 

The thirty-fourth section of this act also provided that the rate of 
postage on drop or local letters should be 1 cent each. 

Another change in the rates of letter-postage was made by section 1 
of the act of April 9, 1816, which provided that rates of postage after 
May 1, 1816, should be as follows: 

Every letter composed of a single sheet of paper— 
Less than 30 miles 
Over 30 miles and not excee ding 80 miles.. 
Over 80 miles and not exceeding 150 miles.... 
Over 150 miles and not excé eadinn 400 miles........0... 
CI GD I cicietiindincco cn ctsctnsicestinthetginninninccesiiamein ee 

Every double letter composed of two pieces of paper double these rates, 
and for every triple letter, or three pieces of paper, triple these rates. 

This was, it will be perceived, a slight increase in the rates of letter- 
postage over those provided by the act of April 30, 1810. 

The next legislation in reference to letter-postage was that of section 
13 of the act of March 3, 1825. The rates, however, fixed by this act 
were substantially similar to those of the act of April 9, 1816. This 
act also provided that on all drop or local letters delivered at the post- 
office 1 cent éach should be paid. 

The next material change in the rates of domestic letter-postage in 
this country was made by section 1 of the act of March 3, 1845, and 
was in substance as follows: 

For every single letter in manuscript, or marks and signs, by mail, under 300 
miles, 5 cents; over 300 miles, 10 cents; double letter, double rates; treble letter, 
treble rates; quadruple letter, quadruple rates; and every letter or parcel not 
exceeding one-half ounce in weight shall be deemed a single letter, and every 
additional weight of one-half ounce or less shall be charged with an additional 
Drop or local letters shall be charged a postage rate of 2 cents 


single postage. 


. I 
each, 


This act went into effect July 1, 1845. 

This is the first legislation, it will be perceived, by which the rate 
of letter-postage on letters was based partly on the weight of the letter 
sent. The actstill maintained distance sent as an element, but reduced 
the schedule from a number of distances as recognized in ‘all previous 
legislation to simply two measures of distance; that is to say, all dis- 
tances under 300 miles and all distances over 300 miles. 

MAIL SERVICE ON THE PACIFIC COAST. 


The first postal legislation looking specially to the establishment of 
] S 5S ti . 

a proper postal service on the Pacific coast is to be found in the act of 
March 3, 1847. By section 1 of this act, which was entitled “An act 
to establish certain post-routes, and for other purposes,’’ the following 
post-routes were established on the Pacific coast. I quote from the act: 

From Oregon City, via Fort Vancouver and Fort Nisqually, to the mouth of 
Admiralty Inlet. 

And— 

From Oregon City, up the Willamette Valley, to the Kalamet River in the di- 
rection of San Francisco. 

The act farther provided in this wise: 

The above routes shall go into operation July 1, 1817, or sooner should the 
funds of the Department justify the same. 

Section 6 of this act (March 3, 1847) 

That the Postmaster-General] be, and he is hereby, authorized to contract for 
transporting a mail from Charleston, 8S. C.,to C hagre s, touching at St. Augustine 
and Key West, and also at Havana, in the Island of Cuba, if deemed expedient, 
and across the Isthmus to Pavama, and from thence to Astoria, or the mouth of 
the Columbia River, touching at Monterey, San Francisco, and such other places 
on the coast as the Postmaster-General may direct; the mail to be carried from 
Charleston to Chagres, and from Panama to Astoria, in steam- “ships, and to be 
transported each way once every two months, or oftener as the public service 


may require. . : 
By section 7 of this act the Postmaster-General was authorized to 


establish a post-office and appoint a de puty postmas ster at Astoria, Ore- 
gon, and-at such other places on the coast of the Pacific within the ter- 
ritory of the United States as the public interests may require. That 
act also provided that— 


also provided as follows: 


All letters conveyed to or from— 
Chagres should be........... 
Iiavana 
Paname 
Astoria 
Any other place on the Pacific.. 


It was, moreover, by virtue of the provisions of this act ¢ (March 3, 
1847) that the postage-stamp was first introduced to the letter-senders 
of the United States. Section 11 provided as follows: 

That to facilitate the transportation of letters in the mail, the Postmaster- 
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a 3, 1851 l ded that t 
d should be a 
3 t < : : 
is I fect J 1, 1851 
. 1 in letter postage w 
3 18 ion 1 of that act provided t ‘ 
the rate should be as fo S 
I rv § at le € } in torr uY re ‘ t 
or signs, conveyed th ail betwee ip S } 
ng 10) miles cents: and for ar reater dist 
ter, double rates; trel ul tr | 
This lso provided that eve letter o 
half ounce in weight shoul leemed l 
ditional weight o ( or le sho l 
1 act oO} 1 tl ill postage s ] , , 
pos < »¢ ] aL Lette s mid pe L CE - ‘ ; 
The act « \pril 3, 1860, p led in se ae sete 
or! l letters delivered by cart should be 1 ; 
i next chan n ] il rates on letters wa 2 © Pp 
February 22, 1861, section 17 of which pr led ( : sale 
po » betw 1 any State or Territory east of t ae ; ‘ o 
and a Sta lerri y on the Pac hould t é : " , 
i i ou u : : ; . 
\ A ) royvi i vy tl wt of M ch 2, 1361 , y 
on tl erland route to San Francisco shall b , 
if Y x} ve the co 
I 1 a t ‘ i 
I is 3 ‘ 1 ) 
f halt or to co ie I re the 2 \ 
3 { 1863. t bt 
et ae sty : 
a mailable ma was mat Tha td led ma ) 
eo three classes: First class, letters: second class, 1 I t 
i: third cla mis ianeous itt 
I4xis act also fixed the uniform single rate of po 
paid by stamp for all distance 
The act of March 3, 1865, section 15, fixed the ] lp 
drop-letters at all offices except-free delivery, at 1 cent 
of June 8, 1872, section 157, established. the postage « ir or loca 
letters at letter-carrier offices at 2 cents the half-ounceor fraction the 
and 1 cent the half-ounce or fraction thereof at all other « 
By this act, farthermore (section 170), the first provision was 1 1791 ‘ 
in this country for the issue and transmission of postal-cards l 
each. , 
By the act of March 3, 1879, letter rates of postage re f l ; 
cents on each or fraction thereof, postal is at 1 
and drop-letters ute of 2 cents per half-ounce 
including delivery at letter-carrier offices; and 1 cen 
ounce or fraction thereof where free delivery by carrie rt : 
ed, 
The next important and most ra luction in t t 
postage was made by the act of 1883, tl 
passed by a Republican Congress and signed by A 
whereby letter-postage was reduced one-third, or { ; t 2 4 
cents for each half ounce. This act took effect Oct 1, 188 5 
But not only so. Onthe last day of the last Repub n administra 
tion, on March 3, 1885, another reduction of one the then exist 
ing rates was brought about by the approval on th ry by Preside 
Arthur of an act providing that on and after July 1, 1885, letter-p« 
age should be charged at the rate of 2 cents for each « » on fra 
thereof. Prior to that the rate was 2 cents on each ha/f ounce. ; 
It will be observed most important changes in the matter of 1 2 
ductions of postage on letters occurred in the years 184 851, 18 
1863, 1883, and 1885. It is well to observe a little more ca vv 
effect in respect of the revenue was produced by t ral 1 : 
tions of letter-postage. 
The postal revenues, for instance, for the fiscal year ending 
1845, the year immediate!y preceding the reduction made by the a 
of March 3, 1845, were $4,439,841.80, while the revenue for th 
year succeeding that of 1846, being the first y« t ytion 
the reduced rate, the revenues were $4,089,089.97. i re 7 
tion of only $350,751.83, while in the next five su ling yé 
fi average annual postal 1 , 0 
e crease on the averag } 8 236 
i: The following table ¢g les ‘ 
g five fiscal years: A 
eS For the fiscal year ‘ ‘ 
4 i iiiisianan sli chacebaiaiecicepte ' $, 013, 447. 14 ' 
é Se ecaiecend . 4, 161, 077. 
i a : ; : a4 705, 176, 28 , ‘ 
: 1850. .cseeves Dilahihiniidaadaeens sai 5, 499,986.66 | _* In these amounts the business of the last qua : 


g i dita dis taptelatedlinieicentewevcetans Kadushin 6, 410, 604. 33 | ine 30, 1 has i estimated, 
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THE POSTAL SERVICE IN GREAT BRITAIN. 

A similar lesson as to the effect of reduced postal rates resulting in 

largely increased postal revenues is gleaned from an examination of 
the postal service of Great Britain. 


The inland rate of letter-postage in the United Kingdom of Great | 


Britain and Ireland was reduced by act of Parliament in 1839 from 4 
pence to 1 penny per one-halfounce. This act went into effect on Jan- 
uary 10, 1540. It may be interesting to observe the effect on the postal 
revenues of the United Kingdom from this very large reduction in 


the rates of letter-postage. The immediate effect of course was a very | 


large increase in the number of letters annually sent; and while for 
the first few years there was a material falling off in the revenues, it 
was but a short time until the gross postal revenues of the Government 
were largely in excess of those in 1839 and preceding years, when the 
letter-postage was 4 pence. ‘The number of letters delivered in the 
United Kingdom in 1839, the year preceding the establishment of 
penny-postage, was reported at 75,907,572, while the number delivered 
in 1840, the first year after the rate had been reduced to a penny, was 
168,768,344, or an increase of 122} percent. The number of letters 
delivered in 1841, as shown by the statistics, the second year of the 
reduced postage, was 196,500,191, while in each succeeding year the 
letters rapidly increased. In 1845 the number was 271,410,789; in 
1850, 347,399,197; in 1855, 456,216,171; in 1860, 564,000,000; in 18635, 
648,000,000; in 1870, 863,000,000; in 1871, 915,000,000. 


Another reduction of one-half on letter-postage was brought about | 


in Great Britain by the act of Parliament of October 5, 1871, by which 
the standard weight of a single letter was increased from one-half to 1 
ounce, the postage remaining the same, 1 penny. The effect of the re- 
duced inland rate of postage on the revenues of the British post-office 
department, first, by the act of 1839, providing for a penny-postage, 
and, secondly, by the act of October 5, 1871, increasing the weight of 
a single letter from one-half to 1 ounce, may be seen from the follow- 
ing table, showing the gross revenues, in pounds, of the British post- 
office each year, commencing with the year 1838 and ending with the 
year 1887: 


j 
Gross reve- Gross reve- 
| nue. nue, 


£2, 346, 278 || 1875 £5, 670, 000 


' 
| 
| 
2, 390, 763 | 1876... Sea 5, 950, 000 


1, 359, 466 || 1877.... cal 6, 000, 000 
1841-1845*... sd 1, 658, 214 6, 150, 000 
1846-1850* a 2, 143,717 is aaa 6, 240, 000 
1851-1855"... | 2, 569, 836 SOR ‘i 6, 350, 000 
1856-1860*.. «| 8, 135, 587 7 
1861-1865"... a 
1866-1870*... 
1871 


1872 0... 





* Average for five years. 
POSTAL RATES ON LETTERS IN SEVERAL EUROPEAN COUNTRIES, 


The following tables will show the present domestic rates of postage 
for letters in Belgium, France, Germany, Greece, Great Britain, Italy, 
Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, and Switzerland, all of which 
may be considered with interest and profit in connection with the con- 
sideration of this subject: 


Domestic rates of postage for letters. 
1, BELGIUM. 


For a letter not above 15 grams ($ ounce) 10 centimes (2 cents). 
For every additional 15 grams, 10 centimes (2 cents). 


2. FRANCE. 


For a letter not above 15 grams, 15 centimes (3 cents). 
For a letter above 15, but not above 30 grams, 30 centimes (6 cents). 
For a letter above 30, but not above 45 grams, 45 centimes (9 cents). 
For a letter above 45, but not above 60 grams, 60 centimes (12 cents). 
For a letter above 60, and not above 75 grams, 75 centimes (15 cents), ete., 15 
centimes (3 cents) for every additional 15 grams. 
3, GERMANY. 


For a letter not above 15 grams, 10 pfennig (2} cents). 

For a letter above 15, and not above 250 grams (8} ounces), 20 pfennig(4 cents). 

Unpaid letters, 20 pfennig (4 cents) for letters up to 15 grams, and 30 pfennig (6 
cents) for all letters above that weight and below 250 grams. 


4. GREECE. 


For a letter not above 15 grams, 2) lepta (4 cents). 

For a letter above 15, and not above 30 grams 40 lepta, (8 cents). 
For a letter above 30, and not above 60 grams, 60 lepta (12 cents). 
For a letter above 60, and not above 100 grams, 80 lepta (16 cents). 
For every additional 100 grams, 80 lepta (16 cents). 


5. Great BRIrary. 


For a letter not above 1 ounce, 1d, (2 cents). 

For a letter above | ounce, but not above 2 ounces, Ijd. i cents). 

For a letter above 2 ounces, but not above 4 ounces, 2d, (4 cents), 

For a letter above 4 ounces, but not above 6 ounces, 2}d, (5 cents). 

For a letter above 6 ounces, but not above 8 ounces, 3d. (6 ceuts). 

For a letter above 8 ounces, but not above 10 ounces, 3}d, (7 cents). 

For a letter above 10 ounces, but not above 12 ounces, 4d. (8 cents). 

A letter above the weight of 12 ounces is liable to a postage of 1d. (2 cents) for 
every ounce, beginning with the first ounce. Thus a letter weighing between 
14 and 15 ounces must be prepaid 1s. 3d, (30 cents), 
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6. ITALY. 

For a letter not above 15 grams, prepaid, 20 centesimi (4 cents); unpaid, 39 cen- 
tesimi (6 cents). 

For a letter above 15 and not above 30 grams, prepaid, 40 centesimi (8 cents) ; 
unpaid, 60 centesimi (12 cents). 

For a letter above 30 and notabove 45 grams, prepaid, 60 centesimi (12 cents 
unpaid, 90 centesimi (18 cents). 

For a letter above 45 and not above 69 grams, prepaid, 80 centesimi (16 cents) ; 
unpaid, 1.20 liras (24 cents). 

Fora letter above 60 and not above 75 grams, prepaid, Lliras (20cents); unpaid, 
1.50 liras (30 cents). 

For a letter above 75 and not above 90 grams, prepaid, 1.2) liras (24 cents); un- 
paid, 1.80 liras (36 cents). 


7. NETHERLANDS. 

For a letter not above 15 grams, 5 cents, Dutch (2 cents). 

For a letter above 15 and not above 50 grams (1} ounces), 10 cents, Dutch (4 
cents). 

For a letter above 50 and not above 100 grams (3} ounces), 15 cents, Dutch (6 
cents). 

For a letter above 100 and not above 150 grams (5 ounces), 20 cents, 
cents). 

¥or a letter above 150 and not above 200 grams (7 ounces), 25 cents, Dutch (10 
cents). 

For a letter above 200 and not above 300 grams (10} ounces), 30 cents, Dutch (12 
cents), 

For a letter above 300 and not above 400 grams (l4 ounces), 35 cents, Dutch (14 
cents). 

For a letter above 400 and not above 500 grams (17} ounces), 40 cents, Dutch 
(16 cents). 

For a letter above 500 and not above 750 grams (26) ounces), 45 cents. Dutch 
(18 cents). 

For a letter above 750 and not above 1,000 grams (35 ounces), 50 cents, Dutch 
(20 cents), 


nN, 


~utch (8 


8. PORTUGAL. 
For every 15 grams, or fraction of 15 grams, 25 reis (2.5 cents). 
9. SPAIN. 


For a Jetter not above 15 grams, 25 centimos (5 cents). 

For a letter above 15 and not above 30 grams, 35 centimos (7 cents). 
For a letter above 30 and not above 45 grams, 45 centimos (9 cents), 
And 10 centimos (2 cents) for every additional 15 grams. 


10. SWEDEN. 
For a letter not above 15 grams, 12 ore (2.2 cents). 
For a letter above 15 and not above 125 grams, 24 ore (4.4 cents). 
For a letter above 125 and not above 250 grams, 36 ore (6.6 cents). 
ll, SWITZERLAND. 


For a letter not above 15 grams, 10 centimes (2 cents), 20 centimes (4 cents), 
For a letter above 15 and not above 250 grams, 20 centimes (4 cents), 40 cen- 
times (8 cents). 


THE GREAT DISPROPORTION BETWEEN LETTER RATES AND RATES ON SECOND 
AND THIRD CLASS MATTER. 

While perhaps some forcible reasons may be advanced in favor of the 
existing disproportion in postage rates as between Ictter-senders and the 
publishers of newspapers and periodicals, it isa somewhat startling fact, 
perhaps not generally known, that while the latter furnish about one- 
third of the aggregate weight and bulk of the mail matter transmitted 
through the United States mails, only about one-fortieth, as we learn 
from the recent report of the late Postmaster-General, of the postal rev- 
enues, arises from this source. So that it will be observed that while 
the first, third, and fourth class mail matter, mainly letters, constitute 
but two-thirds of the weight and bulk of our entire mails, these classes 
of mail matter furnish about thirty-nine fortieths of the postal revenues. 

While the great advantages to the people arising from the cheap and 
rapid dissemination of intelligence through newspapers and periodicals 
can not well be overestimated, with the startling disproportion in the 
postal revenues made respectively on these different classes of mailable 
matter, letter postage ought in reason and justice to be reduced. In 
fact, the first, third, and fourth class mail matter is taxed in postal rates 
not only asum far in excess of the cost of the transmission of such mat- 
ter, but a sum in excess sufficient to meet and more than meet the im- 
mense loss that annually necessarily occurs to the Department in the 
carriage of newspapers and periodicals. In other words, the letter- 
senders of this nation not only pay, by way of postage on letters sent, 
the full cost of transmission and handling of letters thus sent, but in 
addition contribute a large bonus to the publishers of newspapers and 
periodicals to enable them to send their mail matter through the mails of 
the country. 

It is, however, proper to be stated in this connection that it has been 
the public policy in this country, and especially has it been the policy 
of the Republican party, to keep the postal rates on newspapers and 
periodicals at the lowest possible minimum; and this for the reason, 
the validity and force of which will be recognized by all, that these 
are the great vehicles of the dissemination of intelligence among all 
classes and conditions of people. That such a policy should be con- 
tinued in the interest of public intelligence, in the universality of cur- 
rent news, public thought, and literature must be conceded by all. 

While, therefore, not favoring any increase in the postage on news- 
papers and periodicals, it would seem reasonably plain that the present 
wide disproportion in existing rates as between these classes of mail 
matter should be materially lessened by a reduction of at least one-half 
in the present rates of lefter-postage, as proposed by the pending bill. 

The Republican party in its recent national convention did not fail 
to give consideration to this important subject. The propriety of re- 
ducing postage rates on letter-mail was recognized, and the party was 
pledged to action in that direction. _ : 

The following is one of the planks in the platform of the Republican 
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party, adopted at Chicago at the recent national convention, and 
correctly voices the present prevailing sentiment of the great 
of the people throughout the Republic 
We demand the red tion of letter-p stage to 1 cent pe 
Inasmuch as t nat al Democratic platfo 
portant subje it is fair to presume the Democrat 
its recognized leaders, who hold its conventions, prepar l t its 
platforin, and nominate the Presidential candidat 
posed to any reduction in the rates of letter-] 
,aster-General and present Secretary of the Inter Mr. Vilas, in 
» annual message, recorded his opposition to any reductio 
As an humble member, therefore, of the Senate Committee « | 


Offices and Post-Roads, following out my own convict s on 
ject, and in accordance, moreover, with what I beli 
predominating public sentiment on this question, and in 
furthermore, with what I believe to be eaual, 
all interested in the transmission of mailable 
United States, and in consonance with the position : 
publican party in national convention assembled, I have introduced this 
bill. It provides that from and after March 4, 1889, t 
postage in the United States shail be 1 cent on each letter weighing not to 
exceed 1 ounce and 1 centadditional for each additional onnce or | 
thereof—this to apply to all letters transmitted from any post-oflice in 
any State or Territory of the United States or the Distri 
to any other post-office, however near or remote, in that or any oth 
State or Territory of the United States or in such District. 


exact ist is t 1 


matter thr ynout th 


The bill further provides that a similar rate of 1 cent only shall b 
exacted as postage on each drop letter not exceeding 1 ounce in we t 
and an additional cent for each additional ounce or fraction thereof, at 
any post-office in the United States. 

in conciusion, it may perhaps with propriety be said that tl 
event of the reduction of letter-postage to a 1-cent rate, there is no 
very good reason why the unit of weight should not also 
to two ounces; for as the average weight of letters is mu ess tha 
even one ounce—the present standard—an increase in the unit would 
not add materially to the weight of the letter mails. Should this b 


done, fourth-class matter, or merchandise, should then be put on an 
equality with third-class matter, the rate of 
1 cent for two ounces, 

With these changes all the present absurd distinctions between first 
third, and fourth-class matter would be wiped out. A 
1 cent forevery 2 ounces of weight would exist on all mai 
cept newspapers and periodicals sent to subscribers. The 
that so often now result from the detention of matter for insu ent 
postage could be made to disappear; the temptation to petty fraud 
the concealment of written matter in matter of a lower grade would 
vanish, and absolute privacy could be given to every parcel of matter 
mailed, forthere would no longer be any reason why it should not all 
be sealed. 





postage on which is now 





For valuable data in connection with the statistics employed by m 
I must express my grateful acknowledgments to Mr. Madison Davy 
the present efficient chief clerk in the oflice of the Third Assistant Post- 


master-General. 

Before concluding I also desire to attract attention, by inserting the 
same in my remarks, to the very interesting and instructive 
upon the subject of letter postage, which I hold in my 
in 1883 by Hon. A. D. Hazen, then and for many years 
and efficient Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 


papel 


hand, prepared 


It was upon the facts and reasonings mainly of General Hazen con- 
tained in this document that the recommendation of President Arthur 
for a reduction of letter postage from a 3 to a 2 cent rate was based 
and which finally led to the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, reducing 


the letter rate from 3 to 2 cents on each half ounce. 

The bill under consideration is a measure destitute of any element of 
sectionalism. It isfreefromanythingin the nature of partisanshi; ; 
pregnant with material benefit to all classes, races, and conditions; to 
those of every business, profession, or occupation in life; to the old and 
young, men and women, rich and poor, native-born and adopted citizen, 
and to the alien resident or traveler within our borders as well. Its 
aivantages, blessings, and benefits are unrestricted and universal. 





APPENDIX. 
Paper submitted to the Postmaster-General by the Third Assista P 
ter-General for his consideration, November 18, 1882 
TWO-CENT POSTAGE FOR DOMESTIC LETTERS 


The balance-sheet of the Department for the last fiscal year showed a hand- 


some surplus of receipts over expenditures, and this has occurred but once since 
1851, when the letter-rate of postage was reduced to 3 cents. The exception was 


in the year 1865, when there was a slight profit, owing to the suspension of mail 
service in the Southern States. During the year ended June 30, 1851, the re- 


ceipts amounted to 96,410,604.33, and the expenditures to $6,278,401 Ir 
year 1852 the receipts were $5,184,526.84 and the expenditures $7,105 O04 Av 
ing a deficiency of $1,923,932.20, or 27 per cent. to be supplied from the general 


Treasury. 

This deficiency steadily grew, principally by reason of largely 
penditures, until 1860, nearly one-half of the expenditures for which year were 
paid out of the Treasury. During the four years of the war, from 1861 to 1865, 
the receipts fell only 4.7 per cent. short of the expenditures. In 1865 alone, as 
before indicated, there was a small surplus of receipts. The restoration of 
service in the Southern States again increased the burden on the Treasury, so 
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Although a temporary loss of revenue followed these two reductions it was 
speedily followed in both cases by a large increase. 

For several years prior to 18 the revenues were almost stationary in amount. 
Indeed, for the four years ended June 30, 1845, the total amount was $304,433.64 
less than for the four years immediately preceding that period. For the year 
ended Jane 30, 1545, the revenne was $4,230,841.40, and for the next year, under 
the reduced rates, it was #3,487,199,35, showing a falling off of $802,642.45. For 
the year 1847 it increased to $3,580,209.23, and for the » 1848 to $4,555.211.10, or 
$265,369.30 more than for the year 1845, the entire recovery of the loss of revenue 
from the reduction in the rates having thus occurred within three years. The 
increase continued at a rapid pace, so that for the year ended June 20, 1951, the 
revenue was $6,410,601.33, being $2,120,762.53, or 49.4 per cent. more than for the 
last year (1845) under the old rates, and $2,923,401.98, or 83.8 per cent. more than 
for the first year (1846) of the new rates. 

rhe immediate loss of revenue by the act of March 3, 1851, was s}il! greater; 
but this, too, was speedily recovered. The falling off in the first year of the 
change was $1,226,077.49, the entire receipts for the year ended June 30, 1552, 
having been $5,184,526.54. For the year ended June 30, 154, the revenue amounted 
to $6,255,586.22, or only $155,018.11 less than for the year 1851, the loss by the re- 
duction of the rates having been nearly recovered in three years. For the year 
1855 the revenue was $231,531.80 more than for 1851. The increase steadily con- 
tinued, and for the year ended June 30, 1860, the revenue was swelled to $8,513,- 
067.40, being $2,107,463.07, or 32.8 per cent., more than for the year 1451, and 33,- 
333.540.56, or 64.2 per cent., more than for 1852. 

Again: During the eight years from 1837 to 1845 there were no material 
changesin the rates of postage, and yet the revenue for 1845 was $655,826.41, or 
13.2 per cent. less than for 1837, while the revenue for the year ended June 30, 
1853, was $050,882.90, or 22.1 per cent. over that of 1845, notwithstanding that 
both of the great reductions in the rates of postage had occurred during the in- 
termediate eight years. 

For the year 1882 the receipts were more than eight times as much as for 1852, 
and the increase alone for 1882 over 1881 was only $03,514.66 short of the entire 
receipts for the year ended June 30, 1852, the first year of the 3-cent rate. 

Some idea of the immediate loss by a reduction from 3 cents to 2 cents in the 
rate of letter-postage may be obtained from the issue of the ordinary 3-cent 
adhesive stamps and stamped envelopes. It is true that many letters calling 
for more than one rate of postage bear the higher denominations of stamps, 
but it is also true that many 3-cent stamps are used for parcels of merchandise 
and other matter not belonging to the first class. The amount of 3-cent stamps 
used in this way will probably exceed that of the larger stamps used on letters, 
so that a diminution of 33} per cent.in the value of the 3-cent stamps would 
represent the maximum loss on an equal volume of business. The number of 
the ordinary 3-cent stamps and stamped envelopes issued during the fiseal year 
ended June 30, 1882, was 849,159,950. An increase of 10 per cent. on these would 
give 934,075,945 as the issue for the current year. This latter number increased 
by 10 per cent. would give 1,027,483,539 for the next fiscal year. One cent taken 
from the value of each of these would amount to $10,274,835.39., 

This would be the maximum )oss for the first year if a reduction in the rate 
should be made to take effect on the lst of July next. But there are good rea- 
sons for believing that the actual loss would be much less than that amount. In 
the first place, the ixsues of stamps were very considerably in excess of the actual 
sales during the year i882. This was occasioned in part by the increased number 
and importance of the post-offices, requiring a heavier stock to be kept on hand, 
but more largely by the fact that towards the close of 1881 the requisitions from 
postmasters were greatly curtailed because of insufficient appropriations for the 
manufacture of stamps and envelopes. The depletion of stock in post-ofiices in 
1851 was accordingly leit to be filled up in 1882, making the issues for the latter 
year unduly excessive. Thus the sales for the year were $39,703,357, while the 
issues amounted to $40,978,053.42. The 3-cent stamps issued in 1882 must there- 
fore be regarded as an extravagant basis on which to found the present caleu- 
lation. 

lhe stimulusof a lower rate would be likely to lead at once toa large increase 
in the number of letters mailed, and it is probable that a cheaper letter rate 
would tend in a measure to dispense with the use of postal-cards for written cor- 
respondence, In view also of the fact that sealed communications invite closer 
attention by the recipients than do open ones it is not improbable thatto some 
extent circulars would be inclosed under seal at a 2-cent rate. 

Taking these special reasons into account the loss of revenue for the first year 
may be safely put at $8,000,000, leaving the revenue for the year at $42,670,456.27 
instead of $50,670,456.27, as already estimated upon the basis of existing rates. 
The estimate of $42,670,456.27 for 1534 on a 2-cent rate is $3,393,594.89, or 7.3 per 
cent. less than the estimated revenue for 1883, and it is $794,046.12 more than the 
actual revenue for 1882. 

rhe estimated expenditures for the coming year aggregate $46,741,111.25, but 
the actual expenditures will fall considerably short of this sum, because the re- 
quirements at best can only be approximated, and common prudence demands 
that the appropriations recommended should be sufficiently large to prevent 
possible deficiencies in any of the thirty-eight distinct items covered by the esti- 
mates. If these margins should amount to $1,000,000,the actual expenditures 
would be left at $45,741,111.25, or $3,070,654.98 more than the estimated receipts on 
the basis of a 2-cent domestic letter rate. The deficiency required from the Treas- 
ury for the first year would therefore be about $3,000,000, or less than 7 per cent. 
of the expenditures, 

This deficiency would be fully offset, and the Department placed on a pay- 
ing basis at once by a fair allowance for the official mai! matter of the Govern- 
ment, and by increasing the charge on merchandise to a proper compensation 
for carrying it. Ifthe reduction should be made to take effect on the Ist January, 
i884, there would be no deficiency for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1534, as the 
profits for the first six months of the year would offset the loss for the last six 
months. 

The estimated deficiency for the year ending June 30, 1834, based on a rednec- 
tion from the Ist July, 1883, is not a large one, being relatively a little smaller 
than the deficiency for the year 1831. 

he deficiency for the first year, after the reduction of 1845, was 14.4 per cent., 
and for the first year after the reduction of 1851 it was 27 percent. The reduc- 
tion of 1845 was made in the face of the fact that there was a deficiency of $30,- 
890.19, or seven-tenths of 1 per cent., in the revenue for the last year of the old 
rates. For the last year before the reduction of 1551 the receipts were only 
$132,202.65, or a little more than 2 per cent., more than the expenditures. The 
surplus of $1,508,224,.94, or 3.6 per cent., shown for 1882, will, without doubt, be 
fully doubled during the present year, and the proposed reduction in the rate 


























lhe reduction inthe letter ate from 8 to2 cents would not be proportionately 
as great ascither of the reductions of 1845 0r1851. True, by the reduction of 1845 
letiers carried less than 30 miles were reduced only from 6 cents to 5 cents; but 
the 5-cent rate was also made to carry a letter 300 miles, for which the charge 
was previously 18} cents, and the maximum charge was reduced from 25 cents to 
10 cents. The act of 1851 reduced the minimum cbharge from 5 cents to 3 cents, 
nearly one-half, and enlarged the distance from 300 to 3,000 miles. 

Not only is the proposed reduction in the rate much less than the reductions 
of 1845 and 1851, but a reduction of the letter-rate now would not affect as large 
a proportion of the revenue as the reductions did then. This is because in 1851 
and prior thereto the functions of the mail serviee were confined to the carriage 
of letters and printed matter, the latter noteven including bound books, Many 
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a SSS 





now carried as third or fourth class matter, and mew sources of revenue have 
been added by the introduction of the registry and money-order system. Hence 
letters contribute a much less proportion of the revenue than they did in 1551. 
Besides, the present recommendation does not contemplate a change in the rates 
on printed matter, while considerable reductions on this class of matter were 
effected by the acts of 1845 and l, the free cireulation of newspapers within 
the county of publication having been first admitted in 1945 

Unless the experience of past reductions in this and other countries should be 
at fault in this instance, the reduction now proposed in the letter-rate will be 
speedily followed by a very large augmentation of business, and it will at no 
distant day prove to have been an economic measure of the highest importance 
to the postal service as well as tothe public. Although a comparatively smal! 
deficit will be encountered at the start, Iam fully persuaded that unless there 
should be unexpected reverses in the prosperity of the country the Department 
will again be found upon a paying basis within three years from thetime oft 
reduction, even with the burdens imposed by merchandise and the free mail 
matter of the Government. To prevent too great a loss at once it would per 
haps be wise to confine the present reduction to the 3-eent domestic letter-rate 
but as soon as the recovery from this reduction shall have taken place the rate 
on drop-letters will next be entitled to a reduction. 

If the proposed reduction should be made at the forthcoming session of Con- 
gress, it would be of advantage to the Department not to have it go into opera- 
tion before the Ist of January, 1884. Not only would this prevent a deficiency 
during the fiscal year ending June 30 of that year, but it affords sufficient time 
in which to reduce to a minimum the stock of 3-cent stamps and stamped en- 
velopes in the hands of postmasters. Under the operations of a sudden change 
a large quantity of these would have to be returned to the Department for de- 
struction. The labor of handling the stock and of adjusting the accounts with 
postmasters would be no inconsiderable one, to say nothing of the loss in the 
cost of manufacturing the articles. 


I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post- Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that Order of Business 161, being a resolu- 
tion directing the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to inquire 
into the advisability of reducing the rate of postage on first-class mail 
matter, be recommitted to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 






























MARGARET KENNEDY. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Ken- 
nedy, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment. 

WM. M. STEWART, 

JOHN C. SPOONER 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. J. STONE, 

FRANK LAWLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report willbe filed. Itrequir 
no action on the part of the Senate. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, it was 


Ordered, That the heirs and legal representatives of Capt. Lambert Wickes, 
United States Navy, have leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate all 
papers filed by them connected with the bill for their relief, on account of pay 
and prize-money due said Wickes, there having been no adverse report upon 
said bill. 

COOSA RIVER BRIDGE AT GADSDEN, ALA. 

Mr. VEST. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate y: 
terday passed the bill (H. R. 11538) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama, in 
order that a mistake may be corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the votes 
by which the bill was passed and ordered to a third reading will | 
reconsidered. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out, in line 16 of section 4, the word 
‘*said bridge shall not be built.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. In section 4, line 16, after the word “ requir 
ments,’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘said bridge shall not be built;’’ 

so as to read: 

If the Secretary of War, upon an examination of the papers to him submitt 
shall require any change in the location or plans of said bridge, or its entire r« 
moval, the company shall, at its own expense, comply with such requirement 
and if any change be made in the plan of said bridge such ehange shall be su 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be rea:i 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments ant 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 


SAWYER, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 
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importance and that in view of the deyel 


st it had 


secondary ypment of the manu- 
facturing and cotton-growing i 
mary consideration. 

Mr. Monroe advocated the doctrine of protection, and under his ad- 
ministration the tariff act of 1824 was adopted, which was opposed by 
the representatives from the Southern States in Congress, but was 
championed by that great commoner Henry Clay, of Kentucky, whose 
name will live in history as the powerful advocate of American industry 
and American labor. 

John Quincy Adams advocated a protective tariff, and during his ad- 
ministration the tariff act of 1828 was passed, which brought to the 
surface the deadly doctrine of secession, or nullification, which at last 
culminated in rebellion in 1860. Before 1828 Webster had not favored 
the protective system, but at that time came out for it, and gave as a 
reason that it had become the established policy of the nation, and he 
therefore supported it. 

So, Mr. President, I might go on giving the views of the earlier states- 
men favoring a protective tariff or the American policy. 

The Whig platform of 1840, when William Henry Harrison was the 
candidate for that party and was elected, contained the following decla- 
ration: 


ntere 


A tariff for revenue to defray the necessary expenses of the Government and 


discriminating with special reference to the protection of the domestic labor of 
the country. 

The Whig piatform of 1852 declared— 

That revenue sufficient for the expenses of the Government in time of peace 
ought to be derived mainly from a duty on imports and not from direct taxes, 
and on laying such duties sound policy requires a just discrimination, and when 
practicable, by specific duties, whereby suitable encouragement may be afforded 
American industry equally to all classes and to all portions of the country. 

This was the doctrine of the statesmen irrespective of party in the 
nation’s early history, especially of Washington, Madison, Monroe, 
John Quincy Adams, and Jackson among the Presidents, supported by 
the leading statesmen of their time; so it was the doctrine of Harri- 
son, Taylor, Lincoln, Grant, Hayes, Garfield, and Arthur. In 1832- 
33 there was a struggle over the tariff, and from that time the Demo- 
cratie party, under the lead of the South, began to assert its free-trade 
ideas more freely, as occasion offered. 

The Democratic national convention of 1856 announced that the 
time had come when the Democratic party should declare itself in favor 
‘‘of free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world.’’ The 
party carried the election. A Pennsylvania Democrat was elected; the 
South controlled him, and the country had free trade and free bank- 
ruptcy to its heart’s content for the succeeding four years. Every man, 
woman, and child almost is familiar with the condition of the country 
when Buchanan surrendered and Lincoln took charge of the executive 
department of the Government. The nation was bankrupt, discred- 
ited, and disgraced, the people were poor, the mills and factories were 
closed, mechanics and laborers were idle, and the farmers had no market 
for their products—either grain, hogs, horses, or cattle—except at the 
merest nominal price. 

The Republican party in 1860, in national convention, declared— 

hat while providing for revenue for the support of the General Government 
by duties on imports, sound policy requires such an adjustment ofthese imports 
is to encourage the development of the industrial interests of the whole coun- 
try 

The policy of the Republican party to-day, by its platform and by its 
legislation, is to encourage the development of the industrial interests 
of the whole country. The platform of the Republican party in 1872 
declared— 

That the law for raising revenue by duties on importations should be so ad- 
justed in its details as to aid in securing remunerative wages to labor and pro- 
mote the industries, prosperity,and growth of the whole country. 

The platform of 1876 of the Republican party provided— 

That the revenue necessary for the current expenditures and the obligations 
of the public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations, which, 
far as possible, should be adjusted to promote the interests of American 
lubor and advance the prosperity of the whole country. 

The tariff provisions of the platforms of 1872 and 1876 sounded the 
right note on the protection question; they announced the doctrine of 
the party, and it is the doctrine of the party now, and, in my judg- 
ment, is believed in by a vast majority of the American people. 

The Democratic party in 1876, in its convention, after denouncing 
the then existing tariff and reciting the alleged evils which resulted 
from it to the people, closed its assault in the following language: 

We demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue. 

Democracy began to assert itself more strongly in favor of free trade, 
or as near it as is consistent with the collection of import duties at all. 

In 1880 the Republican national convention— 

firmed the belief avowed in 1876, that the duties levied for the purpose of 
revenue should so discriminate as to favor American labor. 

Mr. President, the prominent idea of late years in the Republican 
party has been the protection of American labor, it being well under- 
stood that without protection American wages would inevitably be re- 
duced. 

The Democratic convention of 1880 resolved in favor of ‘‘ a tariff for 
revenue only.”’ 


so tar 
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ared that— 
It is the first duty of a good government to protect the rights and promote 
the interest of its own people. The leegest diversity of industry is the most 
ity and of the comfort and independence of the 
people. We therefore demand that the imposition of duties on foreign imports 
shall be made not ‘ ue only,” but that in raising the requisite revenues 
rthe Government such « be so levied as to aiford security to our 
diversified industries and protection to the rights and wages of the laborer, to 
the end that active and intelligent labor as wellas capital may have iis just re- 
rd and the laboring man his full share in the national prosperity. 
:s 


our lal 
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Against 
called economic system of the Democratic party, which would degrade 
yr to the foreign standard, we enter our solemn protest, 

This is a splendid declaration of Republican doctrine on the tarifi 
question. 

The Democratic platform of 1884 was cooked up to confuse and fool 
the people on the tariff question; it was a straddle, and so denounced 
then by Republicans and denounced since by Democrats, Henry Wat- 
tersonand others. I will not stop to quote it. It wasdenunciatory of 
the existing tariff and greatly concerned about the laboring men, and, 
among other things, declared the internal tax a war tax; and in that 
they were right, because it had not been imposed before. 

The Republican platform for this year upon the tariff question de- 
clares in favor of the American system of protection, protests against 
its destruction by the Democratic party in the interest of Europe, favors 
the reduction of the national revenue by repealing the taxes on tobacco, 
the tax on spirits for the arts and mechanical purposes, and by such a 
revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of such articles 
as are produced by our people, the production of which gives employ- 
ment to our labor, and release from import duties those articles (except 
luxuries) of foreign production the like of which can not be produced 
at home. Finally, if such a revision does not sufficiently reduce the 
revenue, repeal the internal taxes rather than surrender the protective 
system to the behests of whisky trusts. The above, Mr. President, is 
the substance of the tariff plank of the Republican platform of 188k, 
and is in harmony with the provisions and declarations of the previous 
platforms of the party. 

The Democratic platform of this year, 1888, contains the astounding 
declaration that ‘‘all unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation,’’ fol- 







| lowed by the same declaration in different forms of expression, appar- 


ently supposing that somebody did not believe that unnecessary taxa- 
tion is unjust taxation. Nobody ever disputed the proposition, aud no- 
body desires unnecessary taxation. The platform indorses the plat- 
form of the party of 1884, which has been admitted to be a juggle on 
the tariff question; it indorsed the President’s December message, 
which the British press lauded as a free-trade document; it indorsed 
the Mills bili, which was prepared in the supposed interest of the cot- 
ton States of the South, and which was at first declared to be a great 
reform measure looking only to the question of revenue, but which the 
leaders of the party now are laboring to show is a very good protection 
measure. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party is a free-trade party if it is 
anything, and has been for fifty years. The people of the Southern 
States have regarded cotton as king, and have harbored the mistaken 
idea that their interest lay in the direction of free trade; they have 
believed that it was their interest to export their cotton to be manu- 
factured in Europe and encourage its importation in manufactures to 
this country to supply our markets. A market for our products far 
away, instead of one at home, seems to be the Democratic idea. How 
much better for the people, how much more American and patriotic, 
and in the interest of the development of our own resources, and how 
much more in the interest of American labor, that our looms and mills 
and factories should be cared for, and how much more profitable to 
the planter who raises the cotton that it should be spun and woven at 
home, and placed upon the market in our own land as well as else- 
where. Mr, CARLISLE, in a specch in his district at Covington, re- 
cently made the announcement that it is declared in the Democratic 
platform that ‘‘ unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation,’’ and by that 
declaration he says his party ‘‘ will stand or fall in this contest.’’ He, 
too, seems to desire to make the people believe that the Republicans 
are for letting the surplus continue to accumulate. He knows better, 
for he is an intelligent man. 

He says when Mr. Cleveland came into office, March 4, 1885— 


He found upon the statute-book laws passed by Republican Congresses under 
which there was being annually collected from the people $100,000,000 in excess 
of the actual necessities of the Government. * * * Yearafter yearsomeofus 
have struggled in Congress to secure a reduction of this enormous burden upon 


the people. 

Whose fault is it that the reduction has not been made? The House 
of Representatives, whose duty itis under the Constitution to originate 
revenue bills, has been Democratic nearly all the time for sixteen years, 
that gentleman much of the time its presiding officer. There has been 
a large Democratic majority in that body part of the time, and a fair 
majority all the time, except two years of the sixteen. Why has not 
the reduction been made? Democracy is responsible and not the Re- 

Ub. cans, 

. The venerable candidate for Vice-President on the Democratic ticket 
in his speech at Cheltenham, I believe, said: 
The issue, then, is fairly made up between us. 
on the one hand and reasonable taxation on the other. 


It is between high taxation 
It is between taking 
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the money out of the people, out of their own control, out of their own pockets 
and buryi: it in the cellar of the Treasury Department, or it is between tha 
and leaving the money wiere it belongs, in the pockets of the people, to 
iby them as their wants require and as their intelligen und | 
rect. 
I ask Mr. Thurman what his party has done to t ul 


taxes are too high. 
It is known to this country that every effort has been made by tl 


Republican party in the Senate in endeavoring to secure ¢ 





part of the Administration in reducing the surplus, first in taking up 
bonds that it had a right to take up, and, secondly, to buy bonds 
which it had not the right to redeem, and yet it has stubbornly refused 


to do either to the extent that the law authorized it to do. 

Why has not a bill to reduce taxation, to revise the tariff and the 
internal-tax laws, long years ago come to this Senate? That body 
having power to send to us revenue bills has never done it when the 
Democrats controlled it since the war until within the last three 
months. And yet we are to be held responsible for the accumulation 
of the surplus, whatever it may be, because they, having a majority in 
the House of Representatives, and having the power under the Consti- 
tution, and they alone, have failed to do their duty. 

When the Republicans had the control of Congress in 1883, the tarifi 
was revised and the taxes were reduced. We finally have a bill, and 
so far as this Senate is concerned, we will revise the tariff, will reduce 
the surplus, and will at the same time protect labor and the industries o! 
the country. 

I charge that the Democratic party is responsible for the unnecessary 
flow of money into the Treasury. That party has not desired to stop it, 
unless by the adoption of a policy which would reduce the laboring 
man’s wages or close up the mills and factories of the country. 

The Secretary of the Treasury said in his last annual report that the 
receipts for the year ending June 30, 1888, actual and estimated, were 
$38,000,000, and that the expenditures were $316,817,785.48, show- 
ing a surplus of $66,182,214.52. The bill reported to the Senate by 
the Finance Committee, of which my honorable friend here [Mr. AL- 
LISON ] was chairman of the subcommittee that made the bill, as a 
substitute for the so-called Mills bill, makes a reduction of more than 
that amount, and if the present Administration should be continued, 
which I trust and believe will not be done, the reduction would be too 
great, but if General Harrison, the gallant soldier and able and ex- 
perienced statesman, the standard-bearer of the Republican party, shall 
be the choice of the country for its President, the popular branch of 
Congress will doubtless be Republican also, and then the expenses of 
the Government will becurtailed, economy wil! be again enforced, and 
the administration of affairs wiil cost the people about the amount of 
the last Republican administration. 
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Mr. President, I have given the substance of the provisions of the | 


platforms of the two great parties on the tariff question to show that 
the Republican party has, in line with the fathers of the Republic, 
been steadily in favor of the protective policy, and that the Demo 
cratic party has for years—since the days of Jackson—been against it. 
The Republican party is solidly for the protective system to-day, and 
we appeal to the people to listen and beware of the danger which 
surely will follow the success of the policy urged upon the country by 
the President and his followers. The Democracy has, as I have said 
practically been for free trade for years, but they have managed by 
their platiorms and plans of campaign toavoid the issue by facing both 
ways as in 1884, when the orators of that party made protective speeches 
in one section and free-trade speeches in another. 

The President forced his renomination by his December message, and 
at the same time made the issue for this campaign, which neither he 
nor his party can now shirk or throw off. The issue is made up and 
must be decided at the polls. 

The December message was an announcement that the free- traders 
were ready for the contest; the Republican party at once accepted the 
challenge. 

The solid South is practically solid for free trade. It is a solid fact 
that the solid South, with the aid of Northern Democrats with Southern 


principles, mean if they can to dictate the financial policy of the nation.” 


Since the beginning of this Congress we have had abundant evidence, 
not only of a determination on the part of the South to dictate the 
fivancial policy of the country, but also upon all important questions. 
If it were in order for me to refer to the other branch of Congress | 
would say that that body is organized witha Southern man for Speaker 
and with chairmen of committees from the States south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line, of Elections, Ways and Means, Judiciary, Commerce, 
Naval Affairs, Rivers and Harbors, Agriculture, Coinage, Weights and 
Measures, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Indian Affairs, Railroads and 
Canals, Mines and Mining, Improvement of the Mississippi River, Ed- 
ucation, Claims, Labor, War Claims, Private Land Claims, Revision 
of the Laws, District of Columbia, and many others of perhans less 
conseq uence. 

Mr. President, I do not make this somewhat startling showing for the 
purpose of exciting sectional feeling or jealousy, but to show that in 
another body the representatives of that portion of the Union which 
struggled for four years to destroy it have control of the important leg- 
islation of the country. 
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And then the Senator proceeds to show that the protective policy is 
wrong. Mr. President, the Senator says that as long as an increase of 
tax secures an increase of revenue it isa revenue tariff. \ revenue tariff 


is what our Democratic friends are in favor of, the effect of which is 
they are in favor of a tariff to secure to Great Br 
tries the « ertainty of exporting to this country whatever the ¥ piease to 
the fullest extent without regard to the effect such exportations may 
have on the industries or labor of America. 

Che position of the Democracy results in protection to foreign manu 
factures and foreign labor, and ruin and death to home labor and in 
dustry. So, Mr. President, the American people are being educated 
by the distinguished gentleman from Texas on the subject of politica 

onomy since they (the people) have had the misfortune of having a 

yf 


tain and other coun- 





Democratic House of Representatives and the greater misfortune « 
having a gentleman for President whose training in statesmanship be- 
van after he was elected President, in the Sor 
mainly coming from Texas. 

Mr. Pre-ident, in the Northwest every year about this time the agri- 
cultural people, the farmers, are alarmed by the announcement that 
rexas cattle have been broughtin from that State and the Texas fever 
has come with them, spreading among the native herds for miles 
around, resulting in great loss and injury to the agricultural interests 
lhe proposed tariff legislation, the anthor of which i 
said to be a gentleman from Texas, if allowed to be enacted would be 
worse than the Texas fever among cattle; it would be Texas fever in 
the business of the country and paralyze the business of the 
country, followed by poverty and distress ; 


thern school, the teachers 





of the section 








Immediately after the President’s message in December, the Wa 
and Means Committee of the House began its work of framing tar 
bill in accordance with it Aiter about seven months a bill revisir 
the tariff and to reduce the surplus as alleged, passed; not the same 

ill reported, but with such modifications as it became nec iry to 


make to secure the requisite votes of Northern Democrats to pass it. 
While it is urged now that the bill affords ample protection to Ameri 
can industry and labor, yet no Democrat has been heard to utter one 
sentence in favor of protection. When in the discussion of the Mills 
bill a Republican asked the question, ** Has any friend of this bill (re- 
terring to the Mills bill) in this debate uttered one sentence in favor 
of the American tariff system which discriminates in favor of the hom« 





producer and laborer?’’ the answer came from a Democrat, No 
there was none and you will not hear any Democrat utter one 
Neither have we. The Democratic party is opposed to the protective 
principle. 

Mr. Presidept, let us see how much truth there is in the d ration 
of the President that duties on imports raise the price to the co n 
ers of all articles imported and subject to duty by precise 
paid for such duties. Let us takea fewexamples and see whether t 
is the operation of a tariff law. Theories areof no account, neithes 
statements even when made by Presidents when the y are in opposit 
to facts. Take the familiar instance of steel rails. They 

| manufactured in this country in 1868,at which time im ted steel 
rails were sold at the sum of $158.50 per ton; they were manuiactured 

| in great quantities from that time in this country, and the } 

down with a duty of $28 per ton part of the time and finally r ed 
to $17, until in 1885 they sold at $28.50, or )) cents above t ty 
when we began to make them, and in 1886 the manuta re was 1,763,- 
667 tons and the importation was onl 4¢ ) tons. Protection in- 
creases production and lessens the price. Where natnral advantages 
exist for the production of the article protected the encouragement of 
home manufactures tends to stop importution, home competition be, 


[ have no unkind words to utter against any | 


and the price decreases to the consumer. 
Take the article of soda-ash, which is largely used in certai: 
factures: it has not been long that it has been manufacture ! 
country. It wasimported and sold to our people at $45 p: 
its manufacture began here, the price went down from $4% to hen 
to $36, and then to $30, falling $18 per ton less th 
imported article and did not manufacture it 
lake the article of nails, used by the peo cenis 
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per pound—imported wroughf nails. The tariff of 1824 imposed a duty 
of 5 cents a pound, which rate was retained until 1833. According to 
Democratic doctrine, nails ought to have sold at 30 cents a pound, but 
instead the price of nails went down to 8 and 9 centsa pound. The 
tariff duty was lowered to 1} cents per pound in 1883, and the price is 
now from 2 to 3 cents per pound. 


Axes are a useful article in this and all countries. Before the Amer- 
ican people began to manufacture axes in this country the price of En- 
ish axes was from $2 to $4 apiece. A tariff duty was imposed on 


English axes; soon axes, American and English, were selling at $1.25 
to $1.50; the price ran down still lower, our American manufacturers 
began to export their axes, and at the World’s Fair at Philadelphia in 
1876 the English commissioners said, in their report to their govern- 
ment, that— 


lor years Shefiield supplied not only our own country but nearly all the 
world. * * * Thismonopoly remains withusnolonger. * * * The Amer- 
ican ax has for many years displaced the axes imported from Great Britain; 
they are now imported into this country (meaning England). 


Such is the testimony of the English commissioners to our Centennial 
Exposition. 

Take the article of files. Up to the time the Government passed into 
the control of the Republican party in 1561, files were nearly ali im- 
ported and cost our people from $6 to $7 per dozen. Establishments 
for the manufacture of files were constructed in this country and put 
in operation. Congress imposed a duty on files; the price of files went 
down from $6 to $7 per dozen to $2 and $2.30 per dozen, and the im- 
portation of files practically ceased. So, Mr. President, I might go on 
and give almost numberless instances showing the absurdity of the po- 
sition of the President and his followers. The effect of a protective 
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as a result of a duty upon it and competition in its production and sale. 
The Mills bill puts it on the free-list, and if the labor of producing it 
shall be interfered with after awhile we shall bear that the industry in 
this country is broken down, and the price of the article will then go up. 
Take chloroform. The duty on that article is 50 cents per pound. It 
is now selling at 40 cents. Home competition brought the price down 
and the tariff on the article is prohibitory. Take the article of salt, 
about which we hearso much. If you will listen to the appeals of 
Democrats for free salt, you wili have difficulty in resisting the con- 
clusion that the people are in distress for want of cheap salt. But let 
us see how the duty on salt of 12 cents per hundred pounds in barrels 
the price. I use here a statement compiled by Hon. JEHu Ba- 
KER froma memorial of the Saginaw Board of ‘Trade of 1888: 


Salt product of Michigan, 1860, 4,000 barrels; in 1887, 4,200,000; cost of salt 


| along the Great Lakes, including a barrel worth 20 cents, in 1860, $2.25; in 1866, 


$1.80; in 1871, $1.46; in 1876, $1.05; in 1831, 95 cents; in 1886, 65 cents; in 1887, 58 
cents 


Mr. FARWELL. Including the barrel. 
Mr.CULLOM. Including the barrel, which costs 20 cents, literally 


| aboutas cheap as dirt. Yet there is not a speaker in either branch of 


Congress on the othersideor anywhereelse who does not deal with the tax 
on salt as if it was just going to ruin the business of this country and 
starve the people fcr want of that prime necessity. 

Mr. President, Sir Charles Tupper, the Canadian minister of finance, 
knew what he was doing when he congratulated the Canadian Parlia- 
ment on the fact that if the Mills bill should become a law it would 
make free articles that Canada sends into the United States, on which 


| last year the people of that country paid as customs to our Government 


tariff is the encouragement of home industry, the building of factories | 


and mills and their operation. Competition follows, and reduced prices 
are assured. 

Our Democratic friends seem to be greatly concerned about the duty 
on blankets and attempt to create the belief in the minds of the people 
that they are being robbed on account of the duty on imported blankets. 
Let us see howthatis. Reports from responsible manufacturers in this 
country show that blankets that cost in 1860 $13 now cost $6.80. 
Blankets that cost $10, $8, $7.50, $5, $3.75, $3.50, $2.25, $2.50, and 


$1,800,000. ‘They know who pays the duty. Mr. Tupper knew thai 
the $1,800,000 which they pay yearly comes out of their pockets and 
not the pockets of our people. The so-called Mills bill would help 
Canada a little as well as Great Britain a great deal. 

The duties upon importations ‘‘raise the price to consumers of all 
articles imported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for 
such duties,’’ says the President. Democrats all along the line echo 
the declaration. If they believe such statements and are anxious to 


| put an end to such robbery, as they term it, why do they not take the 


$2, now cost $5.85, $4.50, $4.35, $3.03, $2.58, $1.90, $1.31, $1.45, and | 


$1.01. 

Mr. DAWES. Each pair? 

Mr. CULLOM. Each pair. 

According to the grade or quality, very little over one-half in price 
now what it was when the Republican party came into power in 1861. 
The policy of the Republican party has given the people cheap blankets, 
and in doing it it has enforced a policy which has given good wages to 
tens of thousands of our own people—work at good wages by day and 
rest under cheap blankets by night. 

Take another item. Take the article of binding-twine, in which our 
farmers are interested in connection with cutting grain, ete. The rate 
of duty on twine, as I understand, is in both bills alike, one being an 
ad valorem and the other a specific duty, but I understand that under 
the tariff laws as they are now binding-twine is sold at exactly the 
same price in this country that it is in the other countries of the world. 
I desire to ask the honorable Senator from Iowa, who knows more about 
this bill perhaps than almost anybody else here, to tell me whether I 
am right in stating that the duty is the same in both billsand whether 
the price is the same in this country as it is in others, 

Mr. ALLISON. The duty is practically thesame in both bills. The 
duty in the House bill is 15 per cent. ad valorem and in the Senate 
bill 74 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator say that it is the same? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. The price in the United States and in for- 
eign countries is precisely the same now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iso understood, but I desired to be made sure by 
the statement of the chairman of the subcommittee, who I knew was 
well advised. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Take another article. Take watches as another 
example of the operation of a protective tariff. It has not been a great 
many years since watches began to be manufactured in this country. 
As probably the country knows, we had asmall duty on watches for quite 
a time, and an effort was made to manufacture them, but it failed, and 
finally the tariff was increased to such an extent that our manufact- 
urers could run and we commenced the manufacture of watches. 

‘The imports of watches from 1825 te 1858 amounted to $45,800,000. 
The tariff laws finally gave sufficient duty on imported watches to en- 
able Americans to make watches and compete. We now have, I be- 
lieve, fifty or sixty watch factories, or establishments engaged in the 
manufacture of watches proper or their cases, etc., employing many 
thousands of skilled workmen and other persons, men, women, boys, 
and girls, at good wages, and watches of American manufacture, good 
as are made anywhere, are socheap that every body has a watch, whereas 
thirty years ago a watch was a rare article in any country community. 
Take the article of borax. It is produced in California and Nevada. It 
used to sell at 32 cents. It now sells at 8, just one-fourth the amount, 





duty off wheat and give to consumers cheap bread? The consumers 
are robbed, according to the modern apostles of free trade, for the ben- 


| efit of the farmer. 


There are only between seven and eight millions of farmers. They 
raise wheat to eat and sell, seldom buy it. There are over fifty mill- 


| ions of American people who buy bread and consume it. If the free- 


trade theory is sound, these fifty millions are taxed 20 cents on every 
bushel of wheat, 15 cents onevery bushel of potatoes which they consume 
for the benefit of the seven or eight million farmers according to free- 
trade or revenue-reform theories. This is a most unjust and oppressive 
tax upon the masses, put upon them by ‘‘ our vicious, inequitable, and 
illogical ’’ tariff laws, simply for the enrichment of the farmer. And 
yetour Democratic friends do their best to make theagriculturist believe 
that the present tariff system fails to give any protection to the farmer. 
When the facts are found it is discovered that the farmer is protected 
as well as the manufacturer by the present law. 

Why is it proposed by the Mills bill to protect wheat and not wool ? 
If wool is to be placed on the free-list why not wheat? Everybody 
must eat whether well or poorly clothed; wheat can be purchased in 
India or in Canada for a less price than in the United States. Why 
not remove the duty and let wheat come in and force our farmers to 
take less price for their wheat? If cheap woolen clothing would be 
so great a blessing, why would not cheap bread bea greaterone? Mr. 
President, the Democratic party dare not distarb the duty on wheat, 
and they know it; and while they do not do that they interfere with 
the tariff on wool for the purpose of making a discrimination, and only 
such a one as they think they can carry through when they know they 
would fail if they would undertake the other. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] yesterday used the expres- 
sion ‘‘ ‘These advance taxes,’’ as I eaught it from his lips, ‘‘ are felt at 
every meal.’’ On that theory, why does he not take the tax off wheat 
while taking it off other things? 

‘The mills of the gods grind slowly,’’ but Democracy would be 
ground to powder if that party should extend its doctrine so far. No, 
Mr. President, the doctrine of free trade or revenue reform will not do 
in this country. 

The agriculturist is told that he of all men should stand for free 
trade, or oppose protection. The mechanic is promised cheap food and 
cheap clothing when free trade comes, and according to the declaration 
of the Senator from Missouri in his somewhat famous letter it will 
surely come if the Democratic party succeeds, for the Senator says: 


The President has chal! ced the protected industries of the country to a 
fight of extermination. Th. tight is to the death. 


I take it that our manufacturing industries are to be wiped out, to 
be exterminated, if the policy he states to have been enunciated by the 
President is to be carried out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair), Does the 
Senator from Lilinois yield? 
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Mr. CULLOM. I do not hear the Senator. 
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particular in traming the sentences and in the verbiage that I used; t 
to any fair man, to any fair-minded disputant, the letter shows my 
meaning plainly and unequivocally. I ask the Secretary to read 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the lett 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Untrep STATES SENATE, Washington, D. ¢ 2 

My Dear CHARLEY: Yours of the 2ist instant has been re d 

I did not see the item in the Republican to which you a le, but would not 
have believed it if I had seen it. I know you too well to believe any such t r. 

i sincerely hope that the club may be made permanent and that its me er 
ship may be largely increased. Whilst there isno possibility that Missouri will 
failto give her electoral vote for Cleveland and Thurman, it is important, both 
for campaign purposes and as an educational instrumentality, that the org 
zation should he contin 

We are entering upon the most fearful Presidential contest and the most im 
portant sinee that of 1800. Mr. Cleveland by his message, for which I sincerely 


honor him, has challenged the protected industries of the country to a fight of 
extermination 

The men who are accumulating immense fortunes under the present tariff 
laws are determined to defeat Cieveland if money and industry will accomplish 
it. itis the personal duty of every Democrat in this country to do everything 
in his power to sustain the President. Every agency which can possibly be 
used in this direction must be put actively to work 

It is useless for us to disguise the fact that the fight is to the death, and we 
would be idiots to ignore this fact. 

Your friend, 





C. M. Naprox, Esq., ‘ i 
St. Lowis, Mo. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to state that any man who does not ap- | 
preciate the difference between a letter written under the circumstances | 
I wrote that to a political and personal friend who was assumed to 
understand my opinions and the position of the Democratic party, and 
a letter written to be submitted to the fierce criticism of political op- | 
ponents and of a public canvass, will have no further explanation from 
me. 

What I meant to say, and what that letter fairly construed does say, 
is that between the principles of absolute and unlimited protection, 
which I understand the Republican party to-day to advocate, and the 
position of the Democratic party, which is the raising of revenue fot 
the. support of the Government economically administered, and the 
proper adjustment of the revenue so to be raised with the taxes neces- 
sary to raise it, it is a fight to the death. I meant, and I repeat it, 
that we intend to wage a war of extermination upon the present sys- 
tem of taxation by which enormous fortunes are given to a few at the 
expense of the many. 

Now, Mr. President, one single word, and I shall not interrupt the 
Senator further. One sentence in that letter without its context would 
seem to indicate that I put the President in the attitude of attacking 
all the industries of the country. It was carelessly written, but it was 
the system of unlimited protection which I meant and that alone. I 
have received from a friend—— 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. CuLLoM). He seems to favor a limited pro- 
tection. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator from Colorado say ? 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish the Senator from Missouri would confine 
himself to the reading of the letter and to the explanation. 

Mr. TELLER. Allow meto explain. I said according to the Sena- | 
tor’s theory protection wasright, provided it was a limited protection. 

I do not know that that is his theory. 

Mr. VEST. I mean to say that every tariff, even if it be a revenue 
tariff, has incidental protection, and that protection and the tariff taxes 
ought to be justly distributed throughout the country. 

If the Senator will permit me a further explanation, I shall not in- 
terrupt him further or allude to this matter again. A friend has sent | 
me within the last few days the following garbled extract from this | 
letter. Ishall not use the language here which I would use outside of | 
the Senate in regard to the man who has prepared this or the men who | 
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The black flag is up; no quarter will be asked 
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agriculturist of Illinois will find a market for every bushel of wheat 
and corn and every pound of beef and pork at home to supply the vast 
multitudes of that State who will be engaged in the stores, the factories, 
the mills of the great cities and the shops and the mines. The impor- 
tant market, Mr. President, for Americans is a home market. 

Mr. President, the farmer has as much interest in maintaining the 
protective system in this country as any other class of our citizens. 
What we want and must have is diversified industry. We can not be 
and ought not to be all farmers, or all mechanics, or all engaged in any 
one pursuit. The desire of England always was from the early period 
of the colonies until now that the American people should be hewers 
of wood and drawers of water for Great Britain, that the American peo- 
ple should be an agricultural people and furnish Great Britain the 
breadstuffs, the beef, the pork, the lard, ete., and they furnish America 
withmanufactures. ‘The American people never consented to this pro- 
gramme, but insisted on doing as they pleased, and developing the re- 
sources of their own country in its manufactures, its commerce, its 
shipping, and generally securing independence as a people. The 
weakest nations are those with the least diversified industry. 

America occupies a middle ground in regard to diversity of industry. 
Many of the weaker nations, as South America, Turkey, India, are 
more exclusively agricultural. In Great Britain the proportion of the 
population engaged inagricultureismuch lessthanin America. But let 
us see further what the farmer’s interestis in thiscontest. Morethan 90 
per cent. of our agricultural productis consumed here. The cost of trans- 
portation is a great item to be taken into consideration, by farmers es- 
pecially. In 1865 my own State was more largely a corn-growing State 
than it is now; it then had fewer mills and factories and mines and 
machine-shops being operated than it has to-day. She depended largely 
on consumers east of the Alleghanies for the disposal of her surplus 
either in the Eastern States or in Eurepe. It had to be moved from 
800 to 3,000 miles, hence the cost of transportation came out of the 
price which the producer near the market received. 

Illinois produced over 117,000,000 bushels of corn and received on 
an average that year only 29} cents per bushel, while corn in Connec- 
ticut averaged $1.224, showing that on the total 117,000,000 bushels 
the Illinois farmers lost nearly $105,000,000. How much more pros- 
perous would the Iliinois farmers have been with a market at their 
door, as it soon will be if the policy of encouraging the development 
of diversified industry is continued and stimulated. 

It is said that ‘‘the base of all industry is agriculture—a foundation 
interest,’’ but that fact does not justify everybody in turning his at- 
tention to farming. The interest of the farmer is that other business 
should be carried on with it and beside it in the interest of the best de- 
velopment of agriculture. The Democrat says we protect manufactur- 
ing and the farmer has to pay for it, and if the farmer believed the halt 
that is told him he would believe himself robbed and ruined by the tariff 
daily. In the first place the farmer’s wheat is protected. There is an 
import duty upon corn, potatoes, wool, flax, meats, vegetables, and about 
everything that needs protection which the farmer produces; but if 
there were not it is the interest of the farmer that other industries 
should be prosecuted in this country. 

John Quincy Adams advocated the harmony of industries. He 
said: 

The great interests of an agricultural, commercial, and manufacturing nation 
are so locked in union together that no permanent cause of prosperity to one of 
them can operate without extending its influence to all the others. 

In Great Britain in 1881 the proportion of the population engaged 
in what are called industrial pursuits as distinguished from what are 
designated as commercial, agricultural, domestic, or professional, was 
57 per cent., while those engaged in agricultural pursuits were 12.4 
per cent.; while in this country the proportion of those engaged in in- 
dustrial pursuits was only 22.1 per cent., and those engaged in agri- 
cultural pursuits was 44.1 per cent. The proportion engaged in agri- 
culture will be reduced as the nation grows older if we encourage di- 
versified industry. 

As population increases in any community the value of the lands in- 
creases, In this country the States have been divided into classes, the 
first class having less than 30 per cent. engaged in agriculture; the 
second, with 30 and less than 50 per cent.; the third, those States with 
50 and less than 70 per cent., and the fourth class, those States having 
70 per cent. and over. Without going into a detail of figures, the facts 
show that in the first class of States, having less than 30 per cent. of 
those engaged in agriculture, the land is worth $38.68 per acre, while 
in the second class it is worth $30.55, in the third only $13.53, and in 
the fourth class, where 70 per cent. and over are engaged 1n agriculture, 
the land is valued at $5.18 per acre. 

The statistics show that the value of lands increases as population 
not engaged in agriculture increases in the vicinity, and the reason for 
the increase in the value of land is because its produce finds a home 
market and better price. Illinois, the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, according to the census of 1880 had about one mill- 
ion persons engaged in agriculture. The income from their labors was 
greatly enlarged by the great mills and factories and meat markets 
and grain markets of Chicago and other cities of the State. In Chicago 
to-day we have nearly or quite a million people consuming the product 
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of the agriculturist. Such great industries and great cities scattered 
over our great country furnish a surer and better market than foreign 
markets sustained by the pauper labor of Europe. 

The protective system is in line with the highest law of nature, 
namely, self-preservation. A man has a right to defend himself against 
assault, to preserve himself from bodily injary or to save his own life, 
to defend his home, his castle, his property against lawless attacks or 
intruders. Soa nation or the people of a nation have the right—it is 
their duty—to protect, preserve, defend their own interests before look- 
ing to the welfare of other nations, especially when other nations are 
struggling to procure the adoption of a policy for the sole interest of 
their own producers who want to sell their wares in our market and 
do nothing to develop the resources of this country. They have noth- 
ing in common with us. They pay no taxes. They simply want the 
benefit of our markets. 

Nations and cities alike make this principle of permitting outsiders 
to sell goods only on condition thatthey comply with such regulations 
as are made for a reasonable protection of the interests and rights of 
the citizens who pay taxes, and in every way assist in bearing the 
burdens of the community or government in which they live. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to have read by the Secretary an article 
from the London Morning Post, which I think will be tound interest- 
ing and germane to the subject under consideration. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AS AN ENGLISHMAN SEES IT—A LONDON PROTECTION PAPER SAYS THEY CAN 
NOT UNDERSTAND US, 


[From the London Morning Post. } 


According to our friends of the Cobden school, American commerce and Amer- 
ican manufactures ought to be declining rapidly under the “ withering influ- 
ence” of a protective tariff. Instead of this, the statistics to which we refer 
show that in twenty years the population of the States has increased by 69 per 
cent., the hay crop has increased 106 per cent., the cotton crop 194 per cent., and 
the production of pig-iron over 386 per cent. Railway construction to the ex- 
tent of over 21,000 miles was projected last year, and over 15,000 miles of it were 
actually constructed in the twelve months. What this means will be betier un- 
derstood when it is pointed out that the total mileage of railroads existing in 
the United Kingdom last year was under the 21,000 planned as a single season’s 
addition to the tracksin the United States. New rails were required for nearly 
20,000 miles of road, and upward of 3,000,000 tons of steel rails were turned out 
for the new lines in course of construction. This quantity is three times the 
entire turnout of rail of all descriptions, iron and steel, of all the mills of the 
United States in the year 1880. 

Immigration last year was on an exceptionally large scale. On one day the 
number landed at Castle Garden depot exceeded eleven thousand—the highest 
figure ever recorded in the annals ot the New York immigration bureau. In 
fact, the stream of new arrivals poured in so densely as to tax to the utmost the 
resources both of the numerous Atlantic steam-ship lines and the immigration 
authorities of the Eastern ports. Many of the lines were obliged to order their 
agents to cease booking “ steerage”’’ for a time. A feature, too,of last year's 
immigration was the unusual number of mechanics, brick-layers, plasterers, 
and masons, from Scotland, Wales, and the north of England, and who went out 
to the States in response to advices from the other side stating there were good 
openings there for such handicraftsmen. And yet there are scores of politicians 
here so blind to what is going on in the world as to stick to the old fetish for- 
mula that protection is more injurious to the country that adopts it than to the 
country against which the hostile tariffs are aimed, 

But for the serious consequences entailed upon our British working classes, 
that feel every day more and more the pinchof foreign competition, it would be 
decidedly amusing to note how completely every one of the principles assumed 
by the one-sided free-trade school of this country is negatived by facts and falsi- 
fied by the experience of common-place business men. We are constantly told 
that protection raises the cost of commodities; that a hostile tariff—as Mr. John 
Bright said but a few days back in a published letter to one of his correspond- 
ents—is only a tax which the community pays to support the particular indus- 
try benefited by it. Asa matter of fact, what do we find in America? Why, 
the r manufacturers can actually beat us out of the field on the score of mere 
cheapness only. So far from protection enhancing the cost of their goods, the, 
can turn them out at rates at which we, with all our free trade, can not manage 
to compete. 

The Yale lock-makers can afford to pay the carriage of their goods to Eng- 
land and yet undersell the Wolverhampton masters in the very heart of the 
lock trade, just as the Belgians can quote lower rates for angle-iron delivered 
in Derby than the local iron-masters of the Midlands. The Philadelphia engine- 
makers can turn out as serviceable locomotive as any English firm, and ship it 
all the way to New Zealand for £600 less than the English tenders. In South 
Russia the agricultural implement trade is said to be passing entirely into the 
hands of American exporters, in spite of English and German competitors, 
though the latter are nearer by 3,000 miles to the local market. With the ex- 
ception of made-up clothing, which is dear because labor is highly paid, and 
not because the duty on stuffs is so heavy, there is not a single manufactured 
article produced in the United States, from carpets to cotton, from locomotive 
engines to steel axes, from agricultural implements to cutlery, and Yankee no 
tions, as many little domestic appliances are called, which is not as cheap or 
even cheaper there than in this country. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have yet said very little on the im 
portance of maintaining our protective system to the laboring classes, 
or, as they are sometimes termed, the wage-workers of our country. 
After all, if one class of our citizens have more at stake in maintaining 
a protective tariff than any other, it is the class upon whom the nation 
depends for the development of its resources, the men who open up the 
country, who build the cities, who build and operate the factories, the 
mills, the railroads, develop and operate the mines; they, above all 
others, should be protected in good wages as against the cheap labor ot 
other lands. 

No man can gainsay the fact that the laborers of America are better 
paid than are the laborers of the Old World. No policy should be al- 
lowed to prevail in this country that by any possibility would operate 
to lessen the price of labor; rather a policy should be inaugurated to 
raise the price of wages. The people of this country are the Govern- 
ment. It should be the constant aim and effort of the men charged 
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with official duty to do that which will tend to lift up (instead of let Weel : ! fs—Con 
down) the great body of the people into an atmosphere ol higher e1 











joyment and higher civilization, and no policy should pre h 
would require a sober, industrious laboring man to toil dai l ‘ t 
| 

be unable to keep the wolf from the door; rather should su sé 

policy prevail as would secure to every toiler a home, rest, ad) es 

of schools for his children, society and churches for himself and family. | =!'ss 

r , : ; o nae thie: -ell-beit ‘ ares . | Winders 

Che good of humanity requires this; the well-being of society and gov- | aiiacaee aan 

ernment demands it. Weavers, w ' ‘3 
The mechanic and laborer are told by Democratic Senators and } on cemeeal 

speakers in the States that they would do better under their revenue or creo Arty cam . 


, Lace-m 
free-trade policy thantheydonow. Let us see how wages in this coun- Dyers 
try and in Great Britain compare. Wook 
FACTS AND FIGURES FOR WAGE-EARNERS Wa 
The following tables, compiled from volume 20, United States Census, | Spinne s,m 
and from British official statements, give the average weekly wages in Spinners, female 
one hundred and two kinds of work, including manufactures, mechan- eae ~~ n 
ical trades, and unskilled labor: ea 





Weekly weges in one hundred and two ments, Car-works 


takers 





I ; 
Coach-makers ae | 
Qeminations Great United | Wood m c sts , ‘ 4 
" B States j Smiths $e I i2 4 
| Painters, coach 4.2 
| Painters, wagon 4.s4 ; 
whe Laborers ‘ * 
Boots and shoes: | 
Cutters : ; . ose $5. O08 $13.85 
Finishers eeakea ed "4 14.50 oon pen r oe . 
Gas, stokers > 86 11 70 \verage weekly 
Hats: 
Finishers ............ i“ _— 29 a 
Trimmers, women ; ‘ , ; 
Trimmers, girls. : ; 1. 87 
iaiccskicesene , , apiece sien 1. 96 l 
Dyers, boys 2. 66 : 
Iron furnaces: * : : 
Keepers.......... ieoneemsntencunesessecnapanuneien 9, 66 l § s 
Keepers’ helpers sndnbanaain itis : 4. 86 d 
Fillers EERE TE OF 5.5 Per : . 





Enginemen eaiteiiesals ubeciieiinbadaslden 6.78 
Iron foundries: ‘ 
III drcoc dascnnscceuncebeessseqen 7.6 13. 76 sone Een eupeneean o : : . 
Machinists ; ‘ ‘ 7.19 13,34 | — y 24 
Machinery : 
Molders..... ... tail 7.23 13 alt 
Pattern-makers diate 1 15.46 | met hh 
Rolling mills: ote 
Puddlers mats Oeneee conenetes in deems 7.2 » 
DD isncacecccnsyeccoccesccevcesesoonconces — 1.35 11.02 ' 

















Hammer men .......... ANGER 1.52 7 00 =e the Sixteenth Annual Report of Lab by Mr. Carroll D 
IN i cassis ees 7.26 13.38 | Of Boston, at page 107 he say 
Roll turners .......... we coun 7. 26 19. 50 In the fall of 1883 we started upo g f t 
Rollers and bloomers. .........-+.-++seseeeees-« alice 14.52 8. ; ‘ 1 ; es : 
. - agents of the burea 1 Massa 1 ‘ I . . 

BINED scoee ncncnecoccpecasesnoxsesoescngesess Renin sccseees 1.60 8.34! 4 . . } if 
Roughers...... ‘ dakcsincivinieseints wae 6.05 13.44 | 5 . f ‘ ' 

. ' the % ri f 1 ate ¢ 
Calciners... ieebbeiendadenines silclalntasa litt dent aianiead 2.4 11.44 . ana { a : ome i : 

7 ag e ne ad. sof 4 i is ‘ ed 
icin ceniicabiacainnaennnt i ‘ ie nd : 3 ‘ : i ae “em r 

: - F emp : 9 
Wheelers, coal............... 1.84 60} 4 ae i kee 
Stock-takers.. 4.84 Ol Gr | ~ _— 
Laborers......... 4. 11 SU 


Coal mining: 

OS ee ‘ ‘ sadeiadlh 1.7 ‘ 
0 Seen ‘ pplinienes 3. 32 10. 00 aa ' 
di cadn tiensnecant ‘ — pa a 6.78 13. 84 
PERGICGURIE RD... cccssceescsteccees ‘ = — s 6.41 
Iron miners. sdicemulssicaies nesaneens 52 ; 

Paper: \ 
Rag-sorters ebltniniiieiecteaeinbvcenetoes » 5 4.75 : 
Finishers.. : on va . / ) 93 
Finishers, women......... cccasiniael 2. 9) 4.( 



































Mechanics a or 7. 38 12 x3 | Agricultural implements 2 Bs 
Potteries : Artisans’ tools 4.89 
Plate-makers. itunes iia es 7% 29.39 | Boots and shoes 4 37 
SIE oc ocintnsipsdecvacnenionion ‘ 1,62 i is ‘ 
Cup-makers ... cence é eevee 9. 92 19.67 | g trades 21 
RII ns cusncngsgegnesenttdesouiiaiiune deqctbnat 7.93 18.58 4.11 
Basin-mak Cr. .......0...00sceeeeeees natin ™ 9. 66 19. 73 3 i wagons 4.29 
Hollow-ware jiggers.......... le 6: — 11. 62 21. 89 6.71 
Hollow-ware pressers odeeoss a _ 8.14 17. 90 s f 4 
Kilnmen. ida ninirdilidnitdciemaaiecaiinindiadsnnninitin deties 6.8 13.18 | ite goods » a4 
Sagwer-makers............ vidiesaiidiie ‘ 8. 46 19.33 | \ s , ‘ 
Mold-makers mapoodsbineintiil eal 10. 23 20.79 7.96 
Turners.......... pblncctiiiiocsaniedd aaiioes’ iad 8. 00 16. 97 6. 94 
SI ih Nicnssioacteaa aati eeevenntdil iad acictllaaian 8, 39 16. 62 r, wool, and silk 5.51 
IT ccncasenstantecs inteaelvatinn ; 6.55 13.56 | ) 4.67 
Carpets: Liquors—malt and distilled ( 
TI ace uliceead i 7% 12.00 | Machines and machiners ; 
Winders, women 2.78 5 23 | Metals and metallic goods 7.40 
Dyers 8, 87 11.50 | Printing and publis! 5. 52 
Mechanics . a 6.90 12.09 | Printing, dyeing, and bleaching ) 4 
Cotton goods: | Stone i 8.58 
Ad cdab antec nbdaiah ndishadiantiiiientsis seushancend andes eobecdece , 12.10 98.92 | Wooden goods 5. OT 
BD GTIIGED sr eesrctasenstarentcndmencansnccectacccscceocccee an 5. 08 15. 30 Woolen 4.36 
ie AR BR A Se, a ese ED 65 on | Worsted is tr 
Grinders 5 g 40) | 
Strippers honon cantina 4.45 6.37 A s 
DTAWETS, WOTIED ......ccecee cereceees eve Se KO 4 62 
Mule spinners “ voncscetes eoseevesse 6. 96 9. 21 
one how @ : 
—— rb Peete ae 7 pmo : : M A. howing that wages in Massachusetts are almost do t e in 
Dyers, boys........ ~ canes mpnivaiiiwaggiintiallanns 2.18 3. 90 Great Britain, the schedule of prices of labor in Massacl ett i (rreat 
Finishers..............0.. eer ee 6. 20 ).36 | Britain speaks for itself and is doubtless according to the fa I will 
IRS ON isc cisecereccescccesscevess ‘ 2. 90 1.26 | not dwell longer on the subject of difference in the wages of the laborer 


Mechanics ...............++++ ‘ aesaniia 6.78 12. 54 : . : 
Carpenters..............--.- “witaiey An eetens 6 41 | 11.66 | }9 this country and in Great Britain. Every ir with the 
Laborers... arc concn aero 87 7.03 | fact that the wages of the skilled mechanic and t ( imon laborer ef 
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this country are nearly twice what they are in the countries of Europe 
or England It can not be that the laborer is not in better condition 
in this count than he would be under a system of free trade or tariff | 
for revenue only 

lhe history of our own country proves our position, the history of | 
Ireland proves the correctness of our protective system. England, with 
its tree trade and cheap labor and its hundreds of thousands of paupers, 
is a warning to the peopleof America against the policy which will soon 
and inevitably produce a similar condition here. England wants our | 
doors opened that her manufacturers and merchants may bring their 
goods in free, so that she may give her people work and wages and let | 
American Jaborers do the walking. Shall we open the doors to British | 
goods free, or so near it, that they may fill our markets? I say no, if 
it shall interfere with ourindustries. Keep out foreign production suf- | 
ficiently to enable us to keep up the price of labor and run our factories | 
and mills and mines and build up our own people and country. 
Mr. President, much has been said by our Democratic friends against | 
the tariff plank of the Republican platform because it declared that— | 
Rather than surrender any part of our protectiye system at the jeint behest 
of the whisky trusts and the agents of foreign manufactures we would favor the 
ent repeal of internal taxes. | 
There is no occasion at present for an entire repeal of internal taxes | 
in order to preserve our protective system, andit will notbedone. Sat 
what does the so-called Mills bill propose? It contains provisions the 
very purpose of which is to turn loose the little moonshine distillers o! 
the South, which, so far as they have been able from the passage of 
the internal-revenne law to this hour, have violated law and have 


destroyed the lives of many brave men engaged in the enforcement o 


the law. The passage of the Mills bill would, as some one has said— 
Leave Uncle Sam, likea blind beggar witha contribution-box, waiting for the | 
distillers to chip in whatever they desired for the support of the Government. 
" 


| 
rhe proposed amendments were designed to benefit the Southern 
States, where the little distilleries were found up the hollows. The 
regulation of distilleries of certain capacity allowing them to be op- 
erated without storekeepers or gaugers, modifying the law in rela- 
tion to arrests, and many other provisions which can not be otherwise 
than in the interest of the manufacture of spirits without the payment 
of the tex. The provisions of the Mills billin relation to internal taxes 
are constructed to enable the moonshine distillers to manufactvre 
without the payment of the tax all the whisky they choose, while the 
great establishments in the North, which are running according to law, 
are surrounded by all the agents of the Government needed to secure 
it in the payment of the tax on every gallon manufactured according 
to law. 

Mr. President, the bill reported as a substitute for the Mills bill by 
the Senate Finance Committee will reduce the duty on imported sugar 
one-half. I am inclined to believe it onght to be put upon the free- 
list, but a reduction of one-half the present duty will, I trust, be of 
value to the country. The production of sugar from cane in this coun- 
try has seemed to have been almost a failure with all the protection 
that has been given it. The quantity produced in the United States 
has not increased, but seems rather to be decreasing. 

If it can not be produced in reasonable quantities in this country 
with protection, it would seem contrary to public policy or the policy 
of a protective tariff to impose heavy import duties upon the article 
here to supply the demand of our people; there is but «small per cent. 
of the amount used in this country produced here. The amount con- 
sumed in 1887 was 3,130,077,440 pounds, while of the amount con 
sumed weonly produced 6.11 percent. Iwillask toinsert inthe RECORD 
as part of my remarksatableshowing the amount produced in this coun- 
try since the beginning of 1865 up to and including 1887, the amount 
imported in same period, and the total amount of duty paid on imported 
sugar, which would seem to be an extraordinary amount, yet the sta- 
tistics doubtless give the amount correctly. The amount of duties paid 
on sugar brought in to supply our markets in twenty-three years begin- 
ning with 1865 and ending with 1887 was $860,226,531.46—a vast 
sum of money to pay for protecting an article produced here in so small 
quantities, and which so far has not prospered even with a heavy duty 
on imported sugar as a protection to this industry. 


Exureir A, 


Imports of sugar. 


"i 
Vear | 

ending Production in Pl 
— Louisiana, States. Quantity. Duty 

collected, 


in foreign countries. 


Average specific | 
rate of duty 
Average cost per pound 


Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. Cents. Cents. 
1865 ..... 10, 8.10, 600 400, 000 . 88 
1866 ..... 19, 900, 000 780,000 | 1,000, 055,024 | 3.08 | 27,312, 967. 6 
1867 .. 42, 900, 000 7,500,000 | 849, O84, 206 | 3.04 | 23 | 4.09 
1968 41, 400,000 | 10,190,000 | 1, 121, 1891415 | 3.04} 301447,970.80| 4.33 
1869 ..... 95, O51, 225 5,550,000 | 1, 247,833,430 | 3.04 | 30,923,907. 06 | 
1870...../ 99, 452, 940 5, 380, 000 1, 196, 773, 569 | 3.03 | 26 | 


651, 936, 494 | 3.05 | $17, 642, 957 4.39 


a 


4.02 
28, 570, 492 


4.7 





36, 819, O41. 
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J Bir A—Continued 
i ne Ss 0 i 

Year = 
ending Production in Other 

June Louisiana. Southern 

0. States Quantity rate Duty 
=e 2 collected. 
I I P. Is nf 

1871 42 , ; >. 50 0,7 34 4.91 

872 14 , 125 if 2.04 28, *65 O2 5. 37 
1873 125, 346, 493 9, 486, 000 2.01 29, 382, 13 ». 89 
1874... i 241,11 , Or 1, 98 32, 491, 318. 70 4.99 
1875 ] io, 691 7, 736, 000 2 10 650, 084. 66 4.35 
i8/6.. 163, 418, 070 9, 062, 600 2. 38 438,417.55 | 4.04 
1877 .... 190, 672, 570 8, 688, OOO : 6 | 4.91 
1878... 147, 101, 941 l 2. 3: | 5.06 
IS7Y.. 239, 478 i! 2. 32 |} 4.10 

SSO 198, 962 8, 2.44 4.18 
1881 12 2. 45 i! 
1882 11, 200, 2. 44 4.41 
1883 15, 680, 00 2.31 14,591,4 4.37 
Ian 15, 232, 00 1.95 17, 500, 7 2.61 
1885 14.560. 1.97 ), SEE > 67 
1886 16. 128. ¢ 2 00 50, 2t St 
1887 181, 1 872 10, 158, 400 2.03 56 2. 54 
T tal 3, 630, 804, 45. 2 702, 4 ), 290, 166, O76)...... ..| 860, ¢ 


Exursir B. 


Total duties collected on sugar in twenty years (Statistical Ab- 

stract, 1887).......:scs..0se ssiies shat po spaineveduibesiias eiggueidiaiieds aes OO 
Sugar consumed in the United States in 1887 saatiinhedd pounds... 3,130,077, 440 
ir produced (1887) in Louisiana pounds... 181, 123, 872 
Other Southern States.......... pod cuduompenndaeeiate do...... 10,158, 400 
= 191, 282, 272 


=u 











4 


x 
to 


eepounen D, 217, 282. 41 


Value of entire sugar crop of the United States in 1887 (191,282,272 
pounds), at 5 cents per pound on plantation Se dcncenseshesseseecnncge 
Percentage of total consumption of sugar in the United States, 
produced in the United States, 1887..............0:.ssscosessssesssesrssesees . 6.11 

Mr. President, the Mills bill places on the free-list a large number of 
articles chiefly products of the Northern and Western industries which 
are protected by the present law. If the bill as passed by the House 
should pass the Senate, many of the industries would probably be de- 
stroyed. It provides an ad valorem duty in many instances where it 
should be specific in the interest of an honest enforcement of the law. 
We hear much about the frauds in the custom-houses of the country, 
and many industries since this Administration came into power have 
been broken down and many others seriously injured in their business 
by fraudulent invoices which have practically established free trade in 
this country on some articles of like kind manufactured here. Better 
have no tariff laws for protection than to have them so framed as that 
they may be easily evaded by the importer, so that the producer of 
this country can not know what to rely upon in his business in com- 
petition with importations. 

I desire to say, in connection with this, that I see by an examination 
of the two bills, that in the Mills bill, as it is called, there seems to 
have been an effort to place everything dutiable upon an ad valorem 
basis, while the other side of the question is taken by the committee 
on the part of the Senate, making every duty specific, so far as it could 
consistent with what information it had, so that we may know and the 
business man may know exactly the amount to be paid upon every 
article. 

The Mills bill makes but slight reduction of the duty upon rice, 
while vegetables (including potatoes) are put upon the free-list. i 
ought to say here, perhaps, that there seems to be a doubt in the 
minds of Senators and others whether or not the Mills bill actually 
places potatoes upon the free-list. There certainly is a doubt about it. 
if 1 am mistaken, I ask the Senator from Lowa [Mr. ALLISON] to cor- 
rect me. They do not seem to be mentioned as being upon the pro- 
tected lists, so far as I can see. 

The Mills bill touches lightly the duty upon sugar, which had a pro- 
tective duty of over 80 per cent., while the sugar trade of the country is 
in the hands of a trust or combine which is forcing the people to pay 
enormous prices for the article. and have been in the last few days, by 
order of Havemeyer, the president of the trust, closing up refineries to 
prevent overproduction and keep up the price, and turning away tbou- 
sands of working people in pitiable poverty upon the charities of the 
public. While sugar and the sugar trust are tenderly cared for, the 
great wool interest of the North, aggregating in this country 300,000,- 
000 pounds annually, and valued at $100,000,000, which, as stated in 
the report of the Committee on Finance of the Senate upon the tariff 
bill, ‘‘supplies nine-tenths of the clothing wool used by American man- 
ufacturers, and has raised the United States to the first rank among the 
wool-producing nations of the world—this great and important indus- 
try or product is put upon the free-list to struggle on in competition 
with wool importations from South America or Australia, or perish and 


$9, 564, 113. 60 
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] remeée is one of the « nents of wealth \ Kl 
] ‘ ills tar b ~ I become a Jaw 
t, I have s« charged that our ma 
lline 
a cu I ements are selling t mu 
‘ price ft } li the same art . ! 
oe +] } 
‘ i] to ascer n whetie the charge 
! so far I ye made 1 i 1 ( 
n vi I > testimon i 
fact r of reaper r ¢ sto ti sale of 3 
we et 
‘ I fet REA \ 
( N nd v t 
y I I 
I ‘ an manutact 3 es rae re pers a t 
« 1 trade than to American farmers, the ques ) ( 
Conger, of Akre Ohio ¢ | Conge 4 prot , 
and president of the Whitman & Barnes Man etu ( ul ‘ 
large business connections with every State and Territory in the Ur s W 
as a large foreign trade. He is intimately connected w 3 
of the United §& es and knows whereof he I re , ' 
Colonel ¢ said 
The staternents contained in the articles, so far as t ' 
cerned, are absolutely and unqualifiedly false I re is » rea stablis 
th ted States that could afford to ent« rin suchay ~ 
e< é is a rule, th unufacturers of cu i é s 
Ur i States are able to get very satisfactory prices for tl rg isa 
generally in excess of prices received in our home market, and in 1 t 
they get cash b *th ris leave New York City, wl in this 
ers are usually sold on one, two, and in some instances thre year t i 
reason why American manufacturers are enabled to ] es 
groods over those manufactured abroad is because of the s rior ofo 
plements. The free-trader is slow to admit this, but nevert ess it is tr 
We pay twice as much for labor in this country as is paid abr i,t 
we get twice as guvod results from that labor. Labor which re ves por 5 
brings poor results. Our principal competition in farm ‘ y 
eign trade comesfrom EF und. In South America, Australia, as well as I 





Germany, and Russia, the American manufacturers are |! 
trade in farm machinery. If we can dothis under our present syste 














tection olish it would be to break down this system and reduce A? 
ican la evel of the pauper labor of Europe, and at ti same t 
duce tl ard of our mat tured goods, which must ne ssarily f 
I do not know how this story originated, but I think it was set afloat by I 
manufacturers, with whom we have to compete r v ar very jea s 
American manufactt s, and es; ially of the superi ty ir gon 

We have a million men in this country whose brains are occupied night and 
day in mak mprovements in farm machinery, and the wonderful pr« 
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and improvements they are constantly bringing forth challer 
of all other countries, and they are looking to Au : : 

Let me give you another illustration. I meta ger yndon a short 
time since who came in possession of a famous drill made in thiscountry, 
as the Morse twist drill, which is known to every American machinis H 
come to this country to get the exclusive agency for the sale of this t l 


















































English market. This is only one of hundreds of insta o ‘ 
how we can maintain our own manufactories without giving ) great a 
vantage we now hold over all other countries with our laws « protecti bs 
which now bring such great prosperity to the American | rer and to ir 
country.” 

I have also received a letter from the secretary of Mess Deere < 
Co., of Moline, in Illinois, on the question of foreign trade; also th 
extent and character of the manufacturing interests of that growing 
city, which I will submit to the Senate: 

OrFricE DEERE & Co., Mol J S 7, 1888 

DEAR Sirk: Your esteemed favor of the 2d instant to r. C. H ere f . 
him absent, and therefore I take occasion to answer y r inqu ) 
character and extent of the manufacturing interests of M« 

Ke } . ta V 

Kinds of goods, cae ; 

Nuamber.of establishments, 2.) 
Stee! plows and cultivators .......... svcvecsones cee ‘ 1,200 +=, 200, ( 
Wagons otnseaaent a oocaas ele 0 TOO, Of 
Corn-planters, rakes, Cte.......cc00......ccccccesssccves ) mM, OK 
Flouring-mill machinery ) «), 000 
Mach 000 
in of estal 

Malleable 0 0 
Scales ‘ squumuisenqunt seunineddenbidenecy ee 25 i), OO 
Pi pe-organs ; usesesenegnee ~ os 25 », OM 
Pumps . estecee . eosces } On 
Saddlery ) I 00 

In regard to the second point you make, the competiti e 
of plows is so great that the margin of profit has been redu low 
so that there is no object or opportunity to sell our goods i 3 
prices than we do to the home trade. We hav I derable 5 
with Canada in times past and arestill doing some there, and our dis« itshave 
been so large, or in other words, our prices so low, that in one instan ( 
nadian authorities refused to accept our invoice as the true one, but raised t 
price We convinced them, however, that the price was the san that we wer 
selling our goods in like quantities to our home trade; but nevertheless 
seemed entirely too low to our Canadian neighbors W yme trade with 





Australia, New Zealand, South Africa, and the Argentine RK 
prices to all our foreign trade are alwaysthe same as to o 
never any lowe 

I might remark that our foreign trade could be extended indefinitely if we had 
regular lines of steamers to South American ports and to Australia and New 
Zealand. As itis now,the only way we can reach the Argentine Repub 








chartering sailing vessels, which occupy on a voyage ninety days on the aver 
age from New York to Buenos Ayres. Our plows, United States harvesting 
machinery, and various other kinds of tools are preferred by the English col- 
onists in the countries named,and also by the South American people 
of European manufacture. At the little town of Grinnell,in lowa, ther 
small harvester manufactory whose tradein the Argentine Republic incr 
from ten in 1884 to eight hundred in 1888, they having shipped 80 car-loads of 
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Mr. Presiden i rged t e | » party | 

unwliiing to read the I itie and that t party I rar 
ir t i i! ed i i 

modified by the act of Ju Ls70 t wa rdified by revis 
March 3, 1883, so that the country has no war tariff. Ii the tariff law 
which were in force from 1361 to 1370 had remained in to until now 
the Government would have collected i > 13Y if rf I 
than it did under the present law, according t report of t 
Committee of the Senate 

The tariff bill yrted tot Senat : tute fo } 
bill disposes of la protect 
labo. ries i { f ‘ j ¢ 
W neitl reduce wages I ‘ 
i it wili aid In Keeping t Ll W t 
home market by retaining the mone t try at 
ing good wages for lab thereby « t 
live better than 
duced. The Senate |} a , 
ducing and incr ng 3 1 
committee the facts demanded it 
law wit! ch amen : i i 

It should! » framed } r f 
bestint sts of t yun f ym | rence or d 4 
tion.’ We ave had 1 l i l t > Exe tive ior the 
three years, notably in ce iz with pet i ls for ther ( 
abled veterans of the | m Army int ite at l 
children of deceased | soldier » bra oldier 
been stricken with grief to hear that i ent o 
the veteran, fought four years to sav« ved a 
in his declining years. 

One v yrd more on the ibiect of ne! on veto : J 
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pant of the White House has exercised his doubtful power in such cases 
with an apparent delight, and in doing so,in vetoing two hundred and 
six cases, he has saved to the Government, according to an estimate 
made, the sum of $28,116 per annum. 

I desire here to say that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
furnishes me this information, and says he has made a careful estimate 
of the fact. In saving this little sum how many broken-down veterans 
of the Union Army have been turned away hungry, how many of the 
number are in the poor-houses of the country I do not know. 

I want to relate an incident that occurred in connection with a pen- 
sion case which was in charge of my honorable friend behind me, the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who we all know has been vigi- 
lant in season and out trying to protect the widows and the veteran sol- 
diers of the late war in giving them the little pensions to which they 
are entitled. Through his efforts we passed a bill in the Senate and 
it passed the House and went to the President and was vetoed. After 
it was vetoed, the honorable Senator wrote a letter to the lady who 
was the beneficiary, and this is the language used in her family when 
she received the letter, containing in it asmall remittance from that 
liberal-hearted Senator. The statement is, that when the mother 
opened the letter the little children were around her,and her little boy 
exclaimed, ‘‘Oh, mamma, let us go and get something to eat, now 
that we have got some money.’’ 

Those are the people, Mr. President, that the veto power has been 
exercised with reference to. 

But, Mr. President, my purpose is simply, in view of the course of 
the President of the United States on this great question of the tariff, 
which has been one of interference and dictation trom the time he gave 
us his December message until now, to call the attention of the Senate 
and the country to a provision in the Democratic piatform of 1872, 
which declared in favor of remitting— 

rhe discussion of the subject (the tariff) to the people in their Congressiona) 
districts, and to the decision of Congress thereon, wholly free from Executive 
interference or dictation, 

How consistent. In 1872 condemning Executive interference, in 
1888 the same great party following Executive dictation like an army 
of slaves. 

Mr. President, the national Democratic convention at St. Louis adopt- 
ed its platform and declared ‘‘that chief among its principies of par- 
ty faith are the maintenance of an indissoluble Union of free and 
indestructible States,’’ and a little further on it declares that ‘* the 
Democratic party welcomes an exacting scrutiny of the administration 
of the executive power which, four years ago, was committed to its trust 
in the election of Grover Cleveland, and it challenges the most search- 
ing inquiry concerning its fidelity and devotion to the pledges which 
then invited the suffrages of the people.’’ It is not my purpose to dis- 
cuss the question of the sincerity of that declaration in the platform. 

Chief among its principles are the maintenance ofan indissoluble union of free 
and indestructible States. 

It is fortunate that the Union is indissoluble; if it had not been the 
dominant element of the Democratic party would have destroyed it 
long ago. In the light of history that declaration as an introduction 
to a Democratic platform is really refreshing, and if the public could 
regard it as # serious announcement by that party, it would give con- 
fidence, at least, that we would have no more rebellions or civil wars 
in this country; but let us accept the welcome to an exact scrutiny for 
a moment. 

You know, Mr. President, how the charge of extravagance was made 
all over the country against the Republican party four years ago. It 
was constant and denunciatory. On account of it some Republicans 
voted for Cleveland and reform, civil-service reform. Mr. Cleveland 
was declared elected. We have had a trial of reform, and the result 
is before the country. How delightful it has been for reformers to be- 
hold demoralized and unsatisfactory public service everywhere, the 
people who pay the taxes not satisfied, and the reform Administration 
costing them more than any of the administrations before it since the 
Government was founded. 


The total of Mr. Arthur’s administration for the years from 1882 
to 1885, inclusive. 
Mr. Cleveland’s from 1886 to 1889, imclusive............c00cceeeceeeee sone 


£943, 173, 130. 63 
1, 038, 476, 124. 20 








Increase 1886 to 1889 over 1882 to 1885...............ccceseseceeseoee 95, 303, 053. 57 
Showing that this Jeffersonian simplicity civil-service Administration 
that welcomes an exacting scrutiny, cost the people nearly a hundred 
millions more, or will at its close, than the Republican administration 
just beforeit. There is another statement which I wish to make in pur- 


suance of the invitation to make an exact scrutiny of the conduct of 


this Administration. It is this: The Administration admits that it has 
$60,000,000 loaned without interest to certain national banks. Per- 
haps the word ‘‘deposited’’ is used. 

‘The money is in the banks, and to take it out might seriously affect 
the business of the country. But what has been the doctrine of the 
party? One of the most uncompromising convictions of the Demo- 
cratic party has been in favor of a subtreasury and against the old na- 
tional banking system. So thoroughly imbued with a spirit of opposi- 
tion to the old national banking system was the Democratic party that 
when the war came on and it became necessary to establish the pres- 
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ent national banking system the Democratic party opposed that, and 
much of the stock in trade of that party has been opposition to the 
national banks ever since. But now what do we witness? The sub- 
treasury plan abandoned and a Democratic Administration filling the 
national banks with sixty millions of Government money, when the 
record shows that in 1840, in national convention, the Democracy de- 
clared— 

That the separation of the moneys of the Government from banking institu- 
tions is indispensable for the safety of the funds of the Government and the 
rights of the people. 

And this doctrine or declaration was reaffirmed by that party in 1844, 
1848, 1852, and 1856. 

The party has given up at last the only old doctrine it had left. It 
favored slavery, but says now it is delighted thatitisgone. It favored 
secession, but says that the war killed that. It opposed the internal- 
improvement system, but it now favorsthat. It wasagainst Executive 
dictation, but takes to that now with amazing unanimity. It was 
against national banks, but now, by the favor of this Administration, 
certain named national banks are plethoric with money which ought to 
be where the law requires it should be, either in the Treasury at the 
capital, or in some of the subtreasuries of the country. 

Mr. President, I shall not pursue this fruitful theme further. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the conspiracy against labor fills not a 
chapter merely, but pervades the whole volume of American history. 
Often it has seemed on the eve of victory, often it has apparently tri- 
umphed, but in the hour of its seeming victory it has been beaten down 
and bafiled and overthrown, now by the ballots of laboring men aroused 
to a sense of their peril, and again by their bullets on fiercely contested 
fields. Sometimes this conspiracy has cloaked and disguised its pur- 
poses, sometimes it has boldly avowed them, but never since its first 
organization has it abandoned them for an hour. Whenever tempor- 
arily defeated, it has taken advantage of the security felt in its supposed 
overthrow to renew its plottings. The chief enemies of the country 
have been among its chief promoters. Early conspirators have perished; 
new ones have taken their places. The conspirators die, but the con- 
spiracy lives. 

This conspiracy against labor obtained early control of the Demo- 
cratic party. Through the success of that party it hopes for the ac- 
complishment of its purposes, and now but seemingly awaits the re- 
election of Grover Cleveland to carry out its ruinous designs. It is 
and always has been a sectional conspiracy, and its name is free trade. 

Two systems of labor were established contemporaneously in this 
country. About a year before the Mayflower touched the Massachu- 
setts shore, a ship landed at Jamestown, Va., loaded with slaves. From 
that time these two labor systems have been antagonistic forces in the 
country, and all our woes and troubles and conflicts have been occa- 
sioned by *‘ the irrepressible conflict’’ between these two labor sys- 
tems. One system involved the idea that labor should be unpaid and 
ignorant. At first it involved the idea that capital should own the 
iaborer, but always to this day the idea that labor shall be poorly paid 
and ignorant. The other system involved the idea that labor should 
be well paid and should be intelligent. 

The Southern system, if I may so call it without disrespect, was 
based upon the idea that the laborer should have no status in society, 
that he should have no political rights, no civil rights, no ‘‘ inalienable 
rights.’’ The other was based upon the idea that the laborer should 
have an equal status in society with every other man; that he should 
have political rights and civil rights; that he should be one of the citi- 
zens of the Government, responsible for its administration and respon- 
sible for its progress; that he should be in the broadest sensea freeman; 
and so in the States where this grand system of labor was domiciled 
the oath which an elector was required to take in order to cast his vote, 
to participate in governmental and State affairs, was called ‘‘ the free- 
man’s oath.’’ Labor was dignified and the laborer was dignified by 
his participation in all the functions of governmentand society. There 
were indeed slaves in the North at first, but there was no room for them 
in the Jabor system which obtained there, and they went out, disap- 
peared by the inevitable operation of the laws which governed that sys- 
tem. The Southern system, where the laborer was unpaid, where he 
was kept ignorant, where it was a criminal offense to teach him to read 
even the Scriptures, was adapted only to the rudest cultivation of the 
soil. The Northern system, where the laborer was well paid and in- 
telligent and free to engage in the ‘‘ pursuit of happiness,’’ inevitably 
tended to the diversification of industries. 

These two labor systems determined where manufactures should first 
be planted in the United States. It was not the enterprise of capital- 
ists; it was solely and purely the character of labor which spread over 
these different sections of the United States which determined where 
manufacturing should spring up and flourish. é 

North Carolina by all its natural resources, and the same is true of 
the other Southern States, was just as much adapted to the establish- 
ment of manufacturing enterprises as was Rhode Island. The New 
England States, where this labor system was first planted, could but at- 
tempt to engage in manufacturing. The Southern States, where the 
ignorant and unpaid system of labor prevailed, could only engage in 
the raising of cotton, sugar, tobacco, and like agricultural products. 
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‘ education, and aspirat the laborer xe not 
more profitable but are absolutely essential to even the 1 
development met strie 

lo have supposed that inufacturing could at 
a foothold in the Southern section of this count t 
you could erse a rsal law of political « 
te m involved caste; the other equality. TI 
tha } ild go » and the other i it r 
vo down. hose are two pregnant wore ( \i 
dent, those two little prepositions, **u be 
to the inguage of the Aryan ra ( ‘ 
in no other language We may trace them 
gration to the home of the Aryan race in Cent: 

First, they signified simply the measuring of 
downward. Soon they came to have a meaning wv gard to 
character, with regard to human aspiration, wit gard to 
progress; and so in our language, when we speak of a1 's 
‘‘up,’’ we mean everything that is implied in the ideaof h L 
ress, and when we speak of a man’s going ‘‘dow 
thing tliat is implied in the idea of human degradat 

This labor system of the North could not but el 
but elevate the laborer. The labor system of the South could v drag 
him down until such time as the Northern idea of labors! i per 
ate the South, and he should be in some degree ul ited, not from 
the actual fetters and manacles of slavery, but from the mat ‘ 
this labor system. 

The necessities of the Government immediately after the adopt 
of the Constitution obtained the acquiescence of both sec s of the 
country to the protective system, tothe system which was to encourag 
and protect and to stimulate manufacturing in the | : 
Until that time we were practically an agri t 
North and South, but immediately upon the adoption of the Constit 
tion it was found necessary to raise money for the expe f gover 
ment, and coincident with the idea of revenue came the idea of the 





establishment, encouragement, and protection of manufacturing indus 
tries in this country. No one questioned the constitutionality, the 
morality, the expediency, or the beneficence of protection then 

So, at the first Congress after the gdoption of the Constitution, on 
first anniversary of our National Independence after the adoption of the 
Constitution, George Washington signed his name to the first prote é 


tariff bill July 4, 1789. It was a second declaration of independence 
a declaration of industrial independence for the United States; and in 
these later years when we are having centennial celebrations nothing 


4+} Af 


could be more appropriate than that on the next 4th of July, when we 
have rounded out a full century of protection to American industries, 
we should celebrate that event. 

There was no objection made in any quarter until after the war of 
1812, when we still needed additional revenue, nor indeed was seriou 


objection interposed until the really vigorous protective tariff of 1528 


, 


was adopted. Prior to that time the South had not discovered that it 
was impossible to establish manufactures in the South. It had nm 
discovered that the labor system on which it had undert 

its civilization was of a character which made manufactures an im- 
possibility; but it had discovered about that time that the diver 
fication of industries at the North, consequent upon protection and 
the status of the Northern laborer, impossible to the South by reason 
of the status of its laborers, had given the Northern States a growth in 
wealth, in power, in strength, in energy, by which they were entirel} 
outstripping the Southern States. 

Calhoun, who in the early history of the 
strong a protectionist as any Northern man, was among one of 
to discover that under the diversification of industries 
the enactment of protective tariffs the North was making great strides. 
Other South Carolinians, McDuffie notably, joined with Calhoun in 
raising the cry against protection. The conspiracy then was organized, 
and from that day to the present time it has existed. Its chief con- 
spirators have always had their home in the same section of the coun- 
try. Itstarted in South Carolina. Its desire was twofold 

First. To extend the Southern labor system. 

Second. To curtail the Northern labor system. 

First. To extend that system where labor should be unt 
norant. 

Second. To circumscribe and limit that section where intelligent, 
virtuous, self-respecting, and respected labor should have its home 

One of three things was inevitable, either the Southern labor must 
be freed, educated, and elevated; or, second, that Northern labor must 
be degraded, checked in its onward progress; or, third, that the North- 
ern States would become more powerful in wealth, numbers, and po 
litical power. 

So men came to talk earnestly in the South and constantly about 
preserving the ‘‘ balance of power.’’ It was thought, indeed, at that 
time by superficial observers that this phrase meant preserving the bal- 
ance of power between slavery and freedom, but slavery was only an 
incident of the contest. It was to preserve the ‘‘ balance of power 
between the labor system of the South and the labor system of the North. 
It was to prevent the Northern growth under it hor system and to 
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Democrats in this Chamber, and to the Democrats throughout the land, 
that if by the means which they are now employing, if by the decep- 
tion which they are now practicing, if by the imposture which they 
are now attempting, they secure the votes of laboringmen, workingmen 


1 


in the North, and re-el 





consequences of that they will rise in their might once more and put 
down free trade and demand protection. Put it will be asad experi- 
ence for them to go through. 

But in 1542 protection triumphed again and prosperity returned. 
Up to that time the conspirators had not fully obtained control of the 
Democratic party. In the campaign of 1844 they did obtain entire 
control of the Democratic party. ‘They resorted to the same tactics 
which they are now employing. ‘The situation was not vastly different 
then from what it isnow. The Presidential election turned on Penn- 
sylvania, a protection State. The Senate wasatie. To-day the Presi- 
dential election will turn, it is supposed, on New York, or Connecticut, 
or New Jersey, and the Senate will be atie. The Democrats went into 
that campaign in Pennsylvania with the rallying ery ‘* Polk, Dallas, 
and the tariff of ’12.’’ The result of it was that the tariff of 1846, 
which I think the most unblushing of Democrats can not say was not 
a free-trade tariff, was enacted through the casting vote of the Vice- 
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tion was given to the incident of the extension of slavery into the Ter- 
ritories than to the character of the labor which was involved in that 


proposition, 


buat the war was not for slavery alone. t was fought for that under- 
lying system of labor which the cotton States determined to preserve. 
it was that which brought the South into rebellion. If any one thing 





it is to be found in a clause 





is needed to prove that more than anotl 
of the Confederate constitution, article 1, section &: 











rhe congress shall have power, first, to lay and collect taxes, d 
and excises, for revennetopaythe debts, provide forthe common de 
carry on the government of the Confederate States. But no boun ) 
paid from the treasury; nor shall any duties or taxes on importations from for- 
eign nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry; and all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the Confederat tates. 


1 


It; shows that the leaders in establishing the Confederate constitution 

] was; that 

it was not an irrepressible conflict between races, between black men 

and white men, between slavery and freedom alone, but that it was an 
irrepressible conflict between two labor systems. 

Alexander H. Stephens, speaking of the Con 





derate constitution in 


| his ‘*‘ Constitutional View of the War between the States,’’ on page 


President, George M. Dallas, thus elected. That tariff brought ruin to | 


the country, ruin delayed for some years by the discovery of gold in 
California, but though not swift, sure, as every failure to maintain the 
protective principle will surely, soon or late, bring disaster and ruin. 

In 1857, the low tariff having produced a redundant revenue, it was 
still further reduced; and the parallel between that day and the pres- 
ent may be, I think, instructive. In December, 1855, and in December, 
1856, the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Guthrie, a Southern free-trader, 
reported to Congress that there was a surplus in the Treasury which 
must be disposed of. He recommended still further reductions of the 
tariff duties for the purpose of reducing the revenue. The surplus in 
the Treasury was then as large, considering the requirements of Gov- 
ernment, its receipts and expenditures, as cur present surplus. The 
Treasury Department had been buying bonds not due at a premium 
running all the way from 8 to 20 percent. In 1856 there were $20,- 
000,000 of surplus in the Treasury notwithstanding the purchase or 
bonds which had been going on. 

The Secretary of the Treasury insisted upon still further reducing 
the free-trade tariff of 1846, and on the last day of the session, on the 
3d of March, 1857, that reduction act was passed and Senators and 
Members of the other House went home. They came here again in 
December, 1857, to find that the resultof that further reduction of the 
tariff was that the United States had no surplus in the Treasury, and 
had not money enough to pay members of Congress with, and the very 
first act passed in December, 1857, was toissue $20,000,000 of Govern- 
ment notes; and printing presses tvere set running as quickly as pos- 
sible in order to print notes by which the members of Congress might 
d in time for the Christmas holidays. 

Lhis shows that it is not well to be too hasty in dealing with a sur- 
plus, certainly by the means proposed by the President and the Demo- 
cratic party to-day. The first result of any such action is revulsion in 
business. I have no doubt that if it were possible to pass the bill of 
the House called the Mills bill, within the next six months importa- 
tions would so fall off in consequence of depression in business, of a 
disturbance in business, of inability to purchase foreign goods, that we 
should have to resort to loans as the first resultof such an act. If the 





country could recover from such disaster the subsequent effect of the 
bill would be to increase the revenue from customs duties. 
I said that in 1844 these conspirators captured the Democratic party. 


The Democratic platform for 1840 declared for a tariff for revenue only. 
In 1844 that declaration was reaffirmed, and in 1848, after having 
passed the free-trade act of 1846, the Democratic National Convention 
rratulated itself in this way, after reaffirming a ‘‘ tariff for revenue 
only:’’ ‘‘ That the fruits of the great political triumph of 1844 which 
elected James K. Polk and George M. Dallas President and Vice- 
President of the United States have fulfilled the hopes of the Democ- 
racy of the Union in the noble impulse given to the cause 
of free-trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1842,’’ 

This was a party declaration in favor of free-trade quite as notable 
as the later declaration by the National Democratic Convention of 1856, 
which boldly declared— 





The time has come for the people of the United States to declare themselves 
in favor of free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world. 

In 1856 the South, united in its demand for free trade, was con- 
spiring for disunion if free trade could not be forced upon the whole 
country. It was able to declare it to be one of the cardinal tenets of 
the Democratic party. 

From 1857, of which I have spoken, to 1861, the real purpose of the 
conspiracy against labor was to superficial observers overshadowed by 
the prominence of the slavery agitation. Slavery per se was but an 
incident of the controversy. It was the old controversy between an- 
tagonistic labor systems that was going on; it was the attempt to ex- 
tend the labor system of the South, to curtail the labor system of the 
North, to keep labor degraded all over the country; but more atten- 


304, SAYS 

Che question of a “ protective policy,” as it was called under the old consti- 
tution, was put to rest under the new by the express declaration that no duties 
or taxes on importations from foreign nations should be laid to promote or fos- 


ter any branch of industry. 


Let me refer to what Jefferson Davis, the President of that Confed- 


| eracy, said in his work entitled the ‘‘ Rise and Fall of the Confederate 
| Government.’’ Speaking of the Confederate constitution, he says: 


-_ ae scene GE 
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Protective duties for the b 
been so fruitful a source of trou 
were altogether prohibited. 









e 


Mr. President, I may refer to another authority. I refer to the open- 
ing sentencesin a work entitled ‘‘ Destruction and Reconstruction,’’ 
by Richard Taylor, licutenant-general in the Confederate army, famil- 
iarly known as General ‘‘ Dick’’ Taylor. lask the Secretary to read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 











rhe history of the United States, as yet unwritten, will show the causes of the 
“civil war’? to have been in existence during the Colonial era and to have 
cropped out into full view in the debates of the several State assemblies on the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution, in which instrument Luther Martin, Pat- 
rick Henry, and others insisted that they were implanted. African slavery at 
that time was universal, and its extinction in the North, as wellas its extension 
in the South, was due to economic reasons alone. 

The first serious difficulty of the Federal Government atose from the attempt 
to lay an excise on distilled spirits. The second arose from the hostility of New 
England traders to the policy of the Government in the war of 1812, by which 
their special interests were menaced; and there is now evidence to prove that 
but for the unexpected peace an attempt to disrupt the Union would then have 
been made. 

The *‘ Missouri compromise”’ of 1820 was in reality atruce between antago- 
nistic revenue systems, each seeking to gain the balance of power. For many 
yeurs subsequently slaves, as domestic servants, were taken to the Territories 
without exciting remark, and the “ nullification’’ movement in South Carolina 
was directed entirely against the tariif. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘‘ Antagonistic revenue systems’’ were the result « 

Mr. PLATT Antagonistic revenue syste were the result of 
antagonistic systems of labor, ‘‘each seeking to gain the balance ot 
power,.”’ 

fo show more clearly and distinctly what the author last quoted 
means, let me refer to something which he has recently said, for which 
General Butler is authority, in his late Bostonspeech. He quotes Gen- 
eral Taylor as saying, and it has never been denied that I have heard 
of: 

We made two great mistakes. Had we avoided them we should have con- 
quered you. The first was that we did not substantially destroy the protective 
features of the tariff in the winter session of 1857 and 1858, by an act which pro- 
vided a rapid sliding scale to free trade. * * * Wecould have passed such 
a law and held it tight on you till it closed the furnaces, workshops, woolenand 
cotton mills, and steel and bar-iron works of the whole North and West, and 
scattered your workmen over the prairies and Territories. Whenthe war was 
ready for you, you would not have been readyforthe war. You could not have 
armed and equipped and put into the field a large army nor built a large navy 
You would have been without supplies, machinery, and workmen, and you 
would have been without money and credit. 

I cite these extracts to show that the war itself, the attempt to over- 
throw the Union, was to establish free trade as much as to preserve 
slavery. 

And now I wish to quote from the Charleston Mercury of May 15, 
1861, its views on the Confederate constitution, as follows: 

And first and foremost let us congratulate the people of this great Confederacy 
that this constitution contains the first acknowledgment in the fundamental 
law of any people of the great principle of equal and just taxation. 


In the light of that I think we may understand what is meant when 
we are told that our present tariff system is ‘‘ unjust and unequal taxa- 
tion.’’ 

That system of partial legislation in the imposition of the taxes which has 
been the prime cause of all the corruption and sectionalism which have finally 
overthrown the Union of the United States, is repudiated by this constitution, 

Protective tariffs are at an end if this constitution is rightfully administered 
with all the villainies they spawned upon the country. 


The New York Herald, then as now, # Democratic free-trade paper, 
was in ecstacies over the insertion of this clause in the Confederate con- 
stitution. I read some extracts from an editorial article in the New 
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to help elect Grover Cleveland by making the laboringmen of Con- 
necticut, who believe in protection, think that he does not intend to 
destroy it and has not endeavored to destroy it in the bill which he 
has passed through the House of Representatives. 

In 1878, at the next session of the same Congress, came the Wood 
tariff bill, a bill whtch the late lamented President of the United States, 
James A. Garfield, denominated a ‘‘ horrible monster.’ It was a Dem- 
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The platiorm of 1884 was made to appear astraddle. It became nec- 


essary now, in the effort to destroy Mr. RANDALL, to more fully capture 
the President of the United States and win him over to the plan of the 


| free-trade conspirators. As long as Mr. RANDALL was a power in the 


ocratic measure in that House. It did not receive the support of all | 


the Democratic members. The enacting clause was struck out by a 


vote of 154 to 120, 18 Democrats voting with the Republicans tostrike 
out the enacting clause—18 protection Democrats in 187% in the Honse 
of Representatives. All honor to them! 

That proposition gave us the Forty-seventh Congress, during which 
we passed the tariff-revision act of 1883, after which came one of the 
saddest incidents in the history of American polities. It became nec- 
essary as a part of this conspiracy to ostracize, crush, and destroy 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, who stood with the protectionists. He had 
been elected Speaker at the second session of the Forty-fourth Congress 
on the death of Mr. Kerr, andalso Speaker of the Forty-fifth and Forty- 
sixth Congresses. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress he was the head of the minority of 
the Ways and Means Committee. That entitled him, if the Democrats 
again obtained control of the House, to go to the head of the committee 
asits chairman. In the Forty-eighth Congress there came the ques- 
tion of who should be elected Speaker. Mr, RANDALL wasa protection- 
ist; Mr. CARLISLE was a free-trader. The result might have been fore- 
seen when the Democratic party was in control of the House. A protec- 


House of Representatives there was no chance to pass a free-trade bill 
through that House. 

[ will not speak of the constitution of subsequent committees until 
I come to the committees of the Fiftieth Congress. 

After the defeat of the Morrison horizontal bill there came the Mor- 


| rison bill of 1886, which was very much like the Mills bill of 1888, It 


set out, if I remember, to put coal and iron ore and a variety of things 
of that sort upon the free-list. They found they had to abandon it in 
order to get votes to pass it. The result was to put wool and lumber 


on the free-list and a reduction of duties all along the protected arti- 


| cles, On the question of the consideration of that bill the yeas were 


tionist can no more be elected Speaker of the House of Representatives | 


when the Democratie party has control of the House than he can be 
translated to heaven; and just as long as the Democratic party controls 
the House of Representatives, just so long there will be a free-trade 
Democrat in the Chair to control the organization of the committees 
and to recognize whomever he pleases to move for the consideration ot 
bills in the House. The Northern protection Democrats supported Mr. 
RANDALL; but there were not enough of them. 

Mr. CARLISLE became Speaker, and he was re-elected in the Forty- 
ninth and the Filtieth Congress, when this unique spectacle was pre- 
sented—the necessities of the free-trade conspirators requiring it—the 
election of a Speaker whose seat was contested, and whom every la- 
boring man in this country at that time believed from the bottom ot 
his heart was never elected to this Congress. 

How did Mr. CARLISLE, the Speaker, constitute his Committee on 
Ways and Means? When first elected, all the rule of the House re- 
quired that Mr. RANDALL, a protectionist, should be made the chair- 


man of that committee if he desired it. It had been given out that he | 


did not desire it, that he desired the chairmanship of the Committee 
on Appropriations, but no one who has read the doings of those times 
but knows that he was left off from the Committee on Ways and Means 
and was not permitted to be its chairman because it was understood 
that he was to some extent a protection Democrat. 

How was that committee constituted? Five Southern and two 
Northern free-traders, together with Abram S. Hewitt, who, I think 
I do no injustice in saying, was either a protectionist or a free-trader 


according to his idea of individual revenue, constituted the majority | 


of that committee. Four Republican protectionists were put upon it. 
There were eight Democrats, not one of whom, unless it was Abram 
S. Hewitt, could be supposed to be a protectionist, and there were four 
Northern Republican protectionists put upon that committee. The 
Democratic members were Morrison, chairman; Mills, of Texas; Blount, 
of Georgia; Blackburn, of Kentucky; Herbert, of Alabama; Jones, ot 
Arkansas; Hewitt, of New York, and Hurd, of Ohio; and the Repub- 
licans were Kelley, of Pennsylvania; Kasson, of Iowa; Hiscock, of 
New York, and Russell, of Massachusetts. That committee gave the 
House what was known as the “horizontal reduction bill,’’ voted upon 
April 15, 1884. The first test vote was on consideration. The objec- 
tion to consideration was made by William W. Eaton, of Connecticut, 
who was to some extent a Democratic protectionist. The vote was for 
consideration 140 to 138 against. It wascarried by two majority. Mr. 
RANDALL and thirty-eight Democrats with him voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

Then Mr. Converse, of Ohio, moved to strike out the enacting clause. 
That was carried by 159 to 155, Mr. RANDALL and 37 Democrats with 
him voting ‘‘vea’’ to strike out the enacting clause. That wasiu 1884. 

In the fall of that year Mr. RANDALL was pressed into'the service 
of the Democratic party to go on the stump, as was Mr. Eaton. They 
were both in Connecticut, saying, ‘‘ We are protectionists, we are as good 
protectionists as any Republicans, and we are Democrats, and you can 
safely elect Grover Cleveland; you can trust us to prevent the free-trade 
portion of the Democrats from passing any free-trade bill through the 
House of Representatives;’’ and those professions elected Grover Cleve- 
land—I do not call them professions—those statements elected Grover 
Cleveland. . 

I have not heard that Mr. RANDALL, or Mr. Converse, or Mr. Eaton 
is on the stump this year asking Democratic protection laboringmen 
to vote for GroverCleveland. Indeed, from the best of my information 
and belief. I state that they are at present indulging in a good deal of 
silent meditation upon the compound ingratitude of Grover Cleveland 
and the Democratic party. 





140, nays 157. Mr. RANDALL and 34 Democrats voting ‘‘nay.’’ As 
I said a moment ago, the conspiracy halted. It had come against an 
obstacle which must be removed. That obstacle was SAMUEL J. RAN- 
DALL and his little faithful band of protection Democrats in the House 
of Representatives standing by him. Only RANDALL and his protec- 
tion adherents were judged to prevent this cheap, ignorant labor system 
of the South from overthrowing the labor system of the North. It be- 
came necessary to win the President over to the plan of this conspir- 
acy. He was won over, and the bait with which he was captured was 
the promise of a renomination, which he had pledged himself not to 
accept. The message which he had prepared for the information of 
Congress upon the state of the Union was thrown to the waste-basket 
and a message which gave what information he had on the subject of 
revenue reform and protection and free trade and unjust taxation and 
surplus was sent to Congress with the promise that possibly we might 
have something after that time, a promise which has not been ful filled. 

Mr. CARLISLE constituted his committee after that message was sent. 
No Northern man at the head of it any more, as Fernando Wood and 
William R. Morrison had been. A Northern free-trader would not do, 
and the ranking members on that committee are MILLS of Texas, Mc- 
MILLIN of Tennessee, BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, BRECKINRIDGE 
of Kentucky, TURNER of Georgia, and WILSON of West Virginia. 
The first five are from States where this cheap, ignorant labor is deemed 
essential for prosperity. Out of two billions of dollars, in round num- 
bers, produced by the protected industries of this country, the States 
from which these six ranking members of that committee come, as has 
been shown to the Senate, produce only $56,000,000 annually. There 
was no representative from the great State of New York, to say noth- 


| ing'of New England. 


I shall never expect a chairman of any important committee from 
New England while the Democrats have control of the othe House. 
This seems to be as in olden times a raid on New England. We have 
it thrown in our faces here that protection isa New England theory; 
that it is for the benefit of New England, and against all the rest of the 
States. I want to tell those Senators who indulge in that talk that 
they are mistaken; that the line which separates New England from 
New Yorkis obliterated; thut the center of manufacturing in this coun- 
try is west of the Alleghany Mountains, and that their taunt of manu- 
facturers will be felt not so particularly in New England as in some 
other States of the Union. 

Mr. RANDALL had power in Pennsylvania in the Democratic party. 
The control of the State Democratic Committee of Pennsylvania was 
favorable to Mr. RANDALL. A majority of its members were his friends. 
Mr. Saunders, a personal and political friend, was its chairman. The 
edict went forth that Mr. RANDALL had to be stripped of power in his 
own State. It was necessary to degrade him or the free-trade conspir- 
acy could not prevail, and the President’s ‘‘ next friend’’ was deputed 
to destroy Mr. RANDALL’s influence with that committee. Mr. WILL- 
1AM L. Scorr, by means which, if the secret history of the trans- 
action were written, would shock even the sensibilities of the Demo- 
cratic party, persuaded the friends of Mr. RANDALL on that committee 
to depose Mr. Saunders from its chairmanshipand to appoint Mr. Kisner 
as its chairman. What then occurred? Every follower of SAMUEL J. 
RANDALL in the House of Representatives was given to understand 
that the price of Presidential favor was a vote for the Mills bill. It 
was openly proclaimed that ‘‘ forevery SowDEN there should be an Al- 
lentown.”’ 

Talk of iniquitous taxation! Look atthis iniquitous Administration. 
The Mills bill was concocted by conspirators inthe dark. It was cau- 
cused upon and made an administration measure. Voses were pur- 
chased for it by yielding partial protection to articles from which pro- 
tection had been wholly withdrawn if it was necessary to do so in order 
to secure such votes. Men who had been elected by protection con- 
stituencies were cajoled, coaxed, threatened, and driven into its sup- 
port by this Administration. 

The vote was taken. Four Democrats only stood with SAMUEL J. 
RANDALL. Four only ‘‘faithful found among the faitbless.’’ Mr. 
SOWDEN was beaten for a renomination in his district by the in- 
fluence exercised by the next friend of the Administration upon his 
constituency. Mr. Hoa, of West Virginia, paired with Mr. RAN- 
DALL, then stretched upon a bed of sickness, which it was feared might 
prove a bed of death. From that bed he wrote to Mr. Hoae, a friend 
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of the Mills bill, asking him to pair with him on that measure, and 


Influences from the city of Washington defeat 


Mr. Hoaa did so. 
Mr. Houe for a renomination in his district for that ac 

Four Democrats only stood with SAMUEL J. RANDALL. The 
which Republicans predicted had come: the time when Mr. RANDAL! 
could no longer prevent the passage of a free-trade bill by the House 
of Representatives. Protection was vanquished and destroyed in the 
Democratic party the day that the Mills bill passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Could political malignity go further than it has gone in the persecu 
tion of that honest friend of intelligentand enlightened labor? I said 
it was the saddest picture in American politics. The hounding o 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL to his political and almost to actual death pr 
sents the most shocking picture in American politics except that other 
companion picture, the ruin and death of John Roach, compassed by 
the Democratic Secretary of the Navy because he was a protectionist 
and a Republican. 

Where do we stand, Mr. President? What is now essential to the 
complete triumph of these conspirators, to the complete passage of such 
a free-trade measure as has been sent to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives? I have already stated what was considered essential, 
namely, the re-election of Grover Cleveland and the election of Allen 
G. Thurman to occupy that chair which, Mr. President, you now oc- 
cupy, give the casting vote in the Senate to the passage of a bill in 
which the moderation of the present House bill spoken of by the Pres- 
ident in his letter of acceptance will be discarded, and the purpose ot 
the conspiracy will be, if possible, more completely incorporated. 

There is one other thing that is essential to it, and that is to again 
deceive the laboringmen of the North who are in the Democratic party. 
That process is going on, or the attempt is made to secure that result 
To this end the President says he is not engaged in a “‘ free-trade cru- 
sade.’’ To this end the free-traders on the Ways and Means Commit 
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tee are trying to make Democratic workingmen believe them to be their | 


best friends. The free-trade war-paint has been washed off as much as 
possible since the Oregon and Maine elections by these free-traders. 
It is about as difficult now to find a free-trader as it was for Diogenes 
to find an honest man in Athens although he hunted in daylight for 
him with a lantern. 

Where are the members of the Ways and Means Committee? They 
are not in the House of Representatives, but, representing a labor sys- 
tem and a civilization which has neither a just conception of labor nor 
a respect for laborers, they are perambulating the North to try to make 
citizen laborers believe that they are their best champions. 
day when Jacob put on his goat-skin mittens and stoleaway the birth- 
right of Esau there has been no such impostureattempted. This mas- 
querade in which free-traders promenade in protection costume, in 


which Democratic monopolists affect the workingman’s blouse and carry 
the workingman’s tin-can, is very strikingand very suggestive. Like 
the Apostle Paul, they havedetermined to become all things to all men 
in the hope that thereby they may be able to gain some. 

A feature of this system of deception, early resorted to, was the pre- 
tended antipathy and objection of the Democrats in Congress to what 


are knownas trusts. We heard long and loud declamations here against 
trusts and upon the duty of Congress to prohibit and to punish all those 
engaged in them. Has any bill come to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives dealing with trusts and combinations and syndicates? No. 
Since it has been ascertained that the gentleman whom the Senator 
from Tennessee yesterday denominated as a ‘‘Corsair’’ is for Grover 
Cleveland, and since it has been understood that the great sugar trust 
is a Democratic institution and is contributing liberally and munifi- 
cently to the Democratic national campaign committee, and since it is 
understood that Jay Gould and the members of the National Demo- 
cratic Committee are among the great railroad monopolists of this 
country and are all supporting Grover Cleveland and aiding his elec- 
tion, the war against trusts by the Democratic party has degenerated 
into a paper war. We hear nothing more about it. We shall hear 
nothing more about it except on the stump, where Democratic protec- 
tion laboringmen will be told that the Republicans are the monopo 
lists, and that all these trusts are the result of Republican combination 
and the terrible protective tariff ! 

Mr. President, many things which I had intended to say must be 
omitted on account of time. Although I had intended tospeak of the 
necessity of protection to the laborer of this country, of the relation ot 
protection to all that he holds dear in life, I am content to leave what 
I have to say upon the simple historical statement of this conspiracy. 
I tell the men who are engaged in it that they will not delude the 
Democratic laborer of the North. He loves his party, but he loves ns 
country better. He loves the Democratic party, but he loves repub 
lican citizenship better. He will follow his party a long way, but 
into free trade never. 

You are making the mistake now which you made in 1860-’61. 
When you had captured the Democratic party you counted upon the 
allegiance of the Northern Democratic lahorer to that party to stand 


Since the | 


by and defend you in your supreme effort to force free trade upon this | 


country, or to secede and set up a confederacy of which it should be 
the corner-stone. You counted without your host. The Democratic 
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iborer of the North was true t Si ry t ‘ t to his 
system then, w t to his rep sm e enlisted t 
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land’s re-election. 
Mr. CHACE proceeded to address the Senat 


plete see the suc ding day's proceedings Having spoken 
time, 

Mr. HOAR said: I should like to juire of the Set 
Island if he desires to finish his speech to-night It is il 
dark, and it is late 

Mr. CHACE. I find my throat getting somewhat sore, and if S 
ators will indulge me, I should preter to conclude my remarks in the 
morning. 

Mr. HOAR. With the leave of the Senator m Rhode Island, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minut n. } 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow Friday, Oct er 12, 18> t12 
o'clock m. : 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, October 12, 1888. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIAI 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa, prese nted a petition ol! the Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Iowa, at Des Moines, lowa, praying that 
an appropriation of $200.000 be made to furnish the number of head 
stones for marking the graves of Union soldiers that will be re red 


to fill the requisitions of the coming year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEI 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill(S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Murph 
of Marengo, lowa, reported it without amendment. and submitted a 
report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred th 


lowing bills, reported adversely thereon; and they were postpo 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 863) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Mt i 
of Marengo, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 2035) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. M 


of Marengo, Iowa. 

Mr. WALTHALL (for Mr. HAWLEY), from the Committee on 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1455) for the r f of 
Mark Tomlinson, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

CONDITION OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably with amendments the resolution for priuting 
the report of the Select Committee to Investigate the Operations of the 
Civil Service. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE October 
11, 1888, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That there be 





printed 10,000 copies of the report of t 


Select Committee to Investigate the Operations of the Civil S« i 7) 
copies of the report and testimony, one-half for the use of the commit I 
one-half for the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the committee 


will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Printing report to amend the 
resolution so as to make it read 

That there be printed 12,000 additional copies of the report of the Select Oor 


mittee to Investigate the Operations of the Civil Service, and 500 additional 
copies of the report and testimony, one-half for the use of the committ« i 


one-half for the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The resolution is amended 
within the rule as to the cost not exceeding $500 
copies can be printed of the report and 500 of the r 
mony. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
ANIMAL INDUSTRY REPORT. 

Mr. MAN DERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whota was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by himself October 4, 1888, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered, by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


in order to bring it 
[welve thou and 
port and the testi- 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of P pr ntatives concurrina therein Tt there 
be printed 50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Ar al In- 
dustry, for the year 1887, of which 15,000 copies shall be for the use of the mem- 
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bers of the Senate, 27,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 10,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture; 
the istrations to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, in 
ace ance with the directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, the work to 
be ject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 


NAVAL ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, submitted by himself 
October 4, 1588, reported it withont amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimout consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
volumes of the astronomical observations of the Naval Observatory for 1886, 1887 
and 1888 be printed, and that 1,800 additional copies of each report be printed, 


of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 copies for the use of 


the House of Representatives, and 800 copies for the use of the Navy Depart- 


ment, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker had appointed Mr. PENINGTON in 
the place of Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, as one of the managers on the 
part of the House on the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Department. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2802) to fix the number of unbound and bound Journals of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and to provide for their distribution. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6514) mak- 
ing appropriations for certain claims reported by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

\ bill (H. R. 4601) toamend the naval record of Nickolas Leuschen, 
Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum; 

A bill (H. RK. 9447) to restore certain money to the fund for erecting 
a public building at the city ef Detroit; and 

\ bill (H. R. 10606) to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, 


and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘ An | 
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act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of | the enro. *. 4 / : c 
| ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
| and for prior years, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed 


dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the said port of Lincoln. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3630) granting increase of pension | 


to William H. Dougal; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3631) increasing the 
pensions of certain disabled veterans of the United States Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3632) for the relief of Mrs. Fan- 
nie Moore, widow of Maj. Gen. Marshall Frank Moore; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MINERAL CLAIMS, 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas it is alleged the current uncontested business relating tothe applica- 
tion for patents to mineral claims in the mineral division of the General Land 
Office is in arrears about thirty-three months: Therefore, 

Lesolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be, and are hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the cause of such arrears in such current business, and 
what legislation, if any, is necessary to correct the evil, and report at the next 
session of the present Congress. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on House bill 6514. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE Hovust oF REPRESENTATIVES, October 12, 1888. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 


the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the account- 
ing officers of the United States Treasury. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6514) making appropriations 
for certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, having met, after full and free conference have agreed tothe amendments 
mace b; — Senate, and do recommend to their respective Houses the bill as 
amenceu, 

JNO. C, SPOONER, 

GEO. F, HOAR, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. J. STONE, 

J. B, PENINGTON, 

G. W. CROUSE, 
Afanagers on the part of the House. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States passed the other House 
with an amendment. ‘The bill and amendment were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and reported back by the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], with a request for a conference. Some one sug- 
gested that it be placed on the Calendar. I wish to have a conference 
appointed. I think the Senate has already disagreed to the amend- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report of the Committee on Com- 
merce was a recommendation that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the Houseof Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 
No action was taken and the bill went on the Calendar. If there be 
no objection, the recommendation of the committee will be agreed to. 
It is so ordered. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DoLpn, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following resolutions; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A resolution for the printing of the report of the Director of the Mint 
on the production of the precious metais in the United States for the 
year 1887 and 9,000 extra copies; and 

A resolution for the printing of 5,000 copies each, in cloth binding, 
of the first and second annual reports of the Commissioner of Labor, 
for the use of the Department of Labor. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
WHEELER, and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa managers of the conference 
on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing 
the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank 
and grade of colonel, instead of Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. GEAR. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 

the enrolled bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply defi- 


by the President pro tempore. 
IMPROVEMENT OF WILLAMETTE RIVER. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate as soon 
as practicable an estimate of the cost of the improvement of the Willamette 
River between Portiand and Oswego, in Oregon, by the removal of bars and 
deepening the channel so as to admit of the navigation of the same by deep- 
draught vessels, 


TESTIMONY IN LA ABRA SILVER MINING CLAIM. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That in the taking of testimony in the matter of the claim known as 
the claim of La Abra Silver Mining Company before a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, the depositions of witnesses who are physically 
unable to attend the meetings of the subcommittee or who live at so great a 
distance from Washington that their attendance would be unduly expensive to 
the Government may be taken when it is so ordered by such subcommittee. 

Such depositions may betaken under oath before a notary public to be named 
by order ofsaid committee, and may be certified under his official seal. 

The examination of such witnesses shall be upon interrogatories in writing, 
propounded by the subcommittee or by either of the parties in interest, lodged 
with the clerk of the committee. And the counsel for the claimants and coun- 
sel opposing the claim shall be allowed ten days from the date of the service of 
copies of such interrogatories upon them to propound additional questions to 
such witnesses, and the testimony so taken shall be received and reported by 
such subcommittee in the same manner as if said witnesses had been in attend- 
ance and had testified before them, and subject to the same exceptions and cb- 
ligations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Alabama ask for the immediate consideration of the res- 
olution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I do not rise to object to the resolution but I did not 
eatch the committee to which it refers. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL LIBRARY ACCOMMODATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I asked the other day that the resolution re- 
ported, I believe, by the chairman of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses in regard to the Senate Select Commiteee on Additional Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress might be laid over. I have since 
looked at it, and the Senate can take it up and act upon it; it will take 
but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator ask to have the reso- 
lution taken up now ? 
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The Campaign Text-Book of the Democratic Party of the United 





for the Presidential Election of 1888. On page 304 of that } 
chapter 25, I find a very extended reference to the claim of w 
be plished by Democratic administration of the P 0 
I the chapter I find the following 

The railway mail,the star-route, and the steam-boat branches : S 
creased efficie: ind extraordinary expansion. Decline the num of 
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Further on they ciaim 
Expedition and accuracy have reached a degree of 
tained. Thestandard of competency of all employés is 
and the complaints of the service are fewer than ever befur 





Having served during this Congress as a member of the Committes 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and alsc as a member of the Special 
Committee to Investigate the Administration of the Civil Service bv 
the present Administration, I think Iam qualified to judge and to 
discuss the merits and the truthfulness of this claim. It strikes meas 
the most monstrous assumption that has ever come to my notice. 

In regard to their claim thaé there has been less complaint, Senators 
will remember that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB] and others 
some three months ago had read at the Clerk’s desk a large number of 
extracts from Democratic newspapers in different parts of the country, 
particularly in the West and South, but also some from the East, mak- 
ing most strenuous complaints of the inefficiency of the administration 
of the postal and railway mail service of the count 

I shall not detain the Senate by rereading these newspaper ex 
tracts, but with the consent of the Senate print them with my remarks 
in order that they may show whether it is true that there have be« 
any complaints made of deficiency in the postal service. 

The postal service comes nearer to the people than any other branch 
of the Government. It visits every fireside in the land, 
to the social and business concerns of every citizen. ‘I : 
which it is conducted for the time being readily impresses itself upon 
the people, and furnishes them with a criterion by which to a grea 
extent they judge the capacity of the Government for dealing 
public affairs. ls from the history of the service never fail to 
awaken public interest. 




















DEMOCRATI ADM ISTRATION FROM 1853 To 186 
Upon the advent of the Republican party to power in 1861, after 
eight years of Democratic administration under Pierce and Buchanan, 
the postal service was in a wretchedly demoralized condition. Its 
facilities Were meager and unsuited tothe public wants; its machinery 
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the latter year the discontinuance of the system was recommended by 
the Democratic Postmaster-General for the reason— 

That correspondents have become convinced that in registering their valu 
able letters they have been but holding a light for the depredator, instead of 
darkening his way or embarrassing him in the commission of his crime. 
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rates of postage from 1861 to 1885, though designed for the public benefit 
rather than to profit the postal revenue, were attended by the most ex- 


| cellent financial results, abundantly vindicating the liberal and pro- 
| gressive policy by which they had been prompted. All these improve- 
| ments were by Kepublican administrations, 


Fortunately the recommendation was not carried out, bat instead the | 


system was, a few yearssubsequently, under Republican administration, 


put upon a new and secure footing, and in 1885 it yielded a revenue of | 


about $1,000,000. In1885 the Treasury Department alone committed 
to the registered mails about $500,000,000 in currency, bonds, etc., not 
a doliar of which was lost. In 1878 the privileges of the registry sys- 
tem previously confined to letters were extended to all classes of mail- 
matter. 


The immediate effect of the reduction of letter postage in 1851 was 
to leave a deficiency of revenue that was equal to nearly one-fourth of 
the amountof the postal expenditures. Instead of diminishing, the de- 
ficency continued on an ascending scale until 1861, when, as already 
stated, nearly one-half of the expenditures were paid outof the general 


| Treasury. Thesuspension of mail service in the Southern States in 1861 


removed a large share of the burden, so that in 1865 there was a small 


| excess of receipts over expenditures. The restoration of mail facilities 


The free-delivery or letter-carrier system was introduced in 1863 | 


under a Republican administration. In 1885 it was in operation in 
178 cities with over 4,000 carriers, who handled nearly 1,750,000, 000 
pieces of mail-matter. 

‘The money-order system, also a Republican improvement, was intro- 
duced in 1864, In 1885 it was in operation at more than 7,000 offices, 
which issued about 8,000,000 orders, amounting to nearly $125,000, 000. 

Bat the great innovation was the railway-mail service, which was 
inaugurated in 1864. By this system mail-matter is kept in continu- 
ous transit without going into post-oflices for distribution, thus greatly 
facilitating the dispatch of matter and economizing the cost of handling 
it. In 1885 the system was in use on nearly 110,000 miles of railroad, 
over 4,000 clerks were employed, and they handled about 5,000,000, 000 
piecesof mail-matter. The ‘* Fast Mails’’ probably had nevereven been 
dreamed of by a Democratic administration prior to 1861. 

The methods of collecting and disbursing the postal revenues were 
radically changed, leading to greater simplicity, certainty, and security. 
Out of a total of nearly $400,000, 000 collected for the seven years prior 


outof every ten thousand, was lost to the Government—a record that no 
private or corporate business establishment in the world can boast of. 
In 1860 the Government lost $170,947.67 by the defalcation of a single 
postmaster, Isaac V. Fowler, the Democratic postmaster at New York 
City, and not a single penny was ever recovered. 

The great improvements in the service were attended by frequent 


in the South at the close of the war again left the postal service with 
a deficiency of revenue, more than one-third of the expenditures in 1868 
having been supplied from the Treasury. From this time the receipts 
gained steadily upon the expenditures, and in 1882 the postal service 
yielded a surplus of over $1,000,000. The reduction of letter postage 


| to 2 cents followed in 1883. The revenue had grown from eight and 
| one-thied millions in 1861 to forty-five and one-half millions in 1883, 


| and the increase in the volume of mail-matter was in a vastly greater 





proportion. What a wonderful growth do these figures represent in 
the development and prosperity of tbe country during twenty-two 


| years of Republican control of the Government. 


The immediate loss of revenue by the reduction of letter postage to 
2 cents left the Treasury to bear about one-twelfth of the postal ex- 


| penditures in 1884. A recovery was delayed by the severe depression 


of general business in the next year, the total revenue for 1885 being 


| about half a million dollars less than for 1884, and it was reserved to 


the future to realize the benefits resulting from the stimulus of a lower 
rate of postage. Still the deficiency of the revenue in 1885 was not 


to 1845 at about 50,000 post-offices, less than $30,000, or say one dollar | ™ore than about one-seventh of the expenditure, and this deficiency 


was relatively not much more than one-third of that of 1861 at the 


| close of Democratic administration. 


While the credit of the great advances made in the postal service 


| helongs to the Republican party, the official records show that the 


burdens of maintaining the service fall most unequally upon Repub- 


| lican shoulders. In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 3, 1881, is 


and important reductions in the rates of postage and a greater liber- | 


ality in the treatment of mail-matter. The extra charges for long dis- 
tances were abolished in 1863, and uniform rates were established for 
all distances. In 1866 provision was made for forwarding letters with- 


out additional postage from one post-office to another at the request of 
the party addressed; also for the return to the writers free of charge of 


published a table exhibiting in separate columns the postal receipts and 
expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1880, of the States that voted 
respectively for Garfield and for Hancock in the last-mentioned year. 


| The table was compiled from the report of the Postmaster-General for 


undelivered letters bearing a request to return. At the same time the | 


charge for returning letters from the Dead-Letter Office and the pen- 
alty of double postage on partially prepaid letters were abolished. 

In 1874 the postal-card was introduced, permitting a written message 
to be sent ata charge of lcent. The number of cards grew from about 
one hundred million the first year to nearly four hundred million in 


1880. It includes only the expenditures chargeable directly to each 
of the several States, omitting those of a general nature not apportion- 
able by States and Territories. 

Nineteen States cast their electoral votes for Garfield and nineteen 


| States voted for Hancock. Of the nineteen States voting for Gariield, 


ten States yielded a surplus of revenue overexpenditure. Of the nine- 
teen States voting tor Hancock, only two States—New Jersey and Dela- 


| ware—had an excess of revenue over expense. The revenue in the 


1883. By the act of March 3, 1883, letter-postage was reduced from 3 | 


cents to 2 cents per one-half ounce, and this was shortly followed by a 
reduction of 2 cents for a full ounce under the act of Congress of March 
3, 1885, signed by President Arthur on the last day of Kkepublican ad- 
ministration. The postage on an ounce of written matter sent trom 
New York to San Francisco was 20 cents in 1861; in 1835 it was only 2 
cents. Letters to foreign countries came in for a ful. share of the re- 
ductions. 


nineteen Garfield States amounted to $24,245,790.74, and in the nine- 
teen Hancock States it amounted to $7,914,245.14. The expenditures 
in the Garfield States amounted to $22,257,446.45, and in the Hancock 
States they amounted to $11,599,937.44. The het surplus of revenue 
in the Garfield States was $1,988,344.29, and the net deticiency in the 
Hancock States was $3,685,692.30. The Garfield States contributed 


| 75.3 per cent. of the total revenue, and the Hancock States 24.6 per 


Postal-union arrangements were made fixing uniform rates, | 


and the charge of 5 cents in 1885 was less than one-sixth of the average | 


rates in 1861. 


On newspapers and periodicals sent by publishers to subscribers the | 


charges in 1861 were regulated by weight, distance, and frequency of 
issue, and they were collected of the subscriber. In 1863 the charges 
were reduced and made uniform for all distances. In 1874 the rates 
were fixed at 2 cents per pound for newspapers and 3 cents per pound 
for periodicals, to be paid by the publishers iustead of by the subscrib- 
ers. In 1878 the rate on periodicals was reduced to 2 cents a pound. 
By the Republican act of March 3, 1885, the charge on newspapers and 
periodicals was reduced from 2 cents to 1 cent per pound. This rate 
is less than one-sixth of the average charge in 1861 for like quantities 
of matter. On newspapers sent by others than publishers and news 
agents the charge since 1884 has been 1 cent for each 4 ounces. In 
1861 under Democratic administration it was 1 cent for each ounce. 

In 1861 the postage on books was 1 cent an ounce for 3,000 miles, 
and 2 cents an ounce for greater distances. In 1885 it was 1 cent for 
2 ounces to all distances. In 1861 corrected proof-sheets and manu- 
script copy of the same passing between author and publisher were 
subject to letter postage; since 1863 they have been sent at printed 
rates, the charge in 1835 being 1 cent for each 2 ounces. In 1861 
many articles, such as hand-bills, posters, lithographs, engravings, 
photographic views, etc., were also charged at letter rates. The pres- 
ent charge for all this matter is 1 cent for each 2 ounces. Much new 
matter was admitted to the mails. Provision was made for carrying 
unsealed parcels containing articles of every conceivable description 
not above 4 pounds in weight at a charge of 1 cent an ounce. The 
wide extension of postal facilities and the important reductions in the 





cent. 

Of the total expenditure 65.7 per cent. was in the Garfield States 
and 34.2 percent. in the Hancock States. For every dollar expended 
in the Garfield States $1.08 of revenue was returned. For each dollar 
expended in the Hancock States only 68 cents of revenue was returned. 
The Garfield States, which contributed 75.3 per cent. of the total reve- 
nue, had a proportionate share of only 57.7 per cent. in the electoral 
college. The Hancock States had a proportionate share of 42.2 per 
cent. in the electoral college, while contributing only 24.6 per cent. of 
the postal revenue. Thus it appears also that the political representa- 
tion of the Republican States is not in a fair proportion to the intelli- 
gence and business needs of their people as manifested in the use of the 
mails. 

Six Presidential terms intervened from 1861 to 1885, and every one 
of them left the impress of some highly beneficial measures upon the 
history of the postal service. ‘The record of the last four years of Re- 
publican administration, from 1881 to 1885, includes the reduction of 
letter postage, first to 2 centsa half ounce, and then to 2 cents an ounce; 
the reduction of postage on newspapers and periodicals from publishers 
to subscribers from 2 cents to 1 cent a pound; the reduction on tran- 
sient newspapers and periodicals from 1 cent for 2 ounces to 1 cent for 
4 ounces; and the introduction of the postal-note and special-delivery 
systems. And notwithstanding all of these changes the deficiency in 
the postal revenue was not much greater in 1885 than in 1881. 

THE POST-OFFICE UNDER MODERN DEMOCRACY. 


On the 4th of March, 1885, the control of the Government again 
passed into the hands of the Democratic party. Nearly four years have 
passed, and President Cleveland’§ term is rapidly drawing to a close. 
For good or evil its doings will soon pass into history. What does the 
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chapter devoted to the postal service show? Not a sing 
feature added to facilitate the public 
workings of the service! Not a single effort towards lessening tl 
burden of postal chargestothe public! The Administration wo I 
false to the traditions of the Democratic party in favoring a reduction 
of postages. The only change in this direction was a t 














£ 
lowering the rate on seeds and plants, and that was yught about by 
the action of the Republican Senate. 

The motives which inspired the policy of the Admin ition 
transparent. The reduction of letter postage in 1885 had left some de 
ficiency in the revenue. This might be overcome, and the glory gained 
of restoring the service to a self-sustaining basis. The gap could be 
closed from both directions. Without any reduction: postal rates 





the revenue would naturally grow faster thar 
growth of the expenditure might be restri 
com modations and by curtailing those alread) ; I 
To the glory of a self-sustaining postal service might be added a sh 
ing reputation foreconomy. Was the public convenience to be all 
to stand in the way of such ambitions as these? The T 


however, still left to bear a goodly share of the postal ex 














FALSE DEMOCRATIC CLAIMS, 

The ‘‘Campaign Text-Book of the Democratic Party for 1888” de- 
votes more than twenty pages to what is alleged to have been accom- 
plished in the postal service during the first three years of the present 
Administration. The statements bear undoubted evidence of having 
been prepared in the Post-Office Department, and, without raising the 
question of the propriety of employing the time of public servants un- 
dera ‘‘ Reform Administration’’ in the preparation of political liter- 
ature, it may be well to examine some of the averments contained in 


the boo It is not claimed that there were any radical changes tn 





t 
L 
1 
KN. 








the functions and methods of the service, but great credit is taken for 
an unusual growth in all the branches of business, for greater honesty 
among employés, and for a higher standard of efficiency in the « 
oO! the service 

7 : 

it 13 not true that— 
the service has been extended far beyond precedent in the ry ofthe D t 
! t ANY Similar pe xd of ti wund,ind for a | io 
time 

And that— 
the revenues have in like proportion increased,and the proportiona st has 
in like manner decreased 


The actual revenue for 1885 is given at $42,560,843.83, and the esti- 
mated revenue for 1888 at $53,233,579.13, an increase of $10,672,735. 30, 
or 25 per cent. The departmental reports show that the revenue for 
1880 was $33,315, 479.34, and for 1883 
692.61. This wasan increase of $12,193,213.27, or nearly 40 per cent 
25 per cent. increase for three years of Democratic administration and 
40 per cent. increase for three years of Republican administration. 

The text-book gives the expenditures for 1885 at $49,782,619.09, and 
the estimated expenditure fur 1888 at $55,250,000, an increase of $5,- 
087,580.91, or 10.9 percent. The report of the Auditor of the Treasury 
for the Post-Office Department gives the expenditure for 1880 at $36,- 


542,803.68, and for 1883 at $43, 282,944.43, an increase of $6,740, 140.75, 





: years later, it was $45, 502,- 











or about 18 per cent. If there was greater proportionate expenditure | 


during this period it was recompensed by a much greater proportionate 
gain of revenue. The estimated gain of revenue over expenses from 
1885 to 1888 was 14 per cent. ; from 1880 to 1883 the actual gain was 22 
per cent., being a net gain of 8 percent. in favor of the last-mentioned 
period under Republican administration. 

The increase in the number of pieces of registered matter handled for 


1888 over 1885 is given in the text-book at 13.4 per cent.; the increase | 





| Fe 
14 


' there were 


| 


1 2 


| 


of the same matter shown by the official reports for 1883 over 1880 was | 


51.4 per cent. [For the money-order service the statistics for 1888 are 
not given by the text-book in advance of the official report. An ex- 
amination of the reports, however, shows that the increase in the amount 


of orders issued for 1887 over 1885 was at the rate of less than 1.5 per | 


cent. The increase for 1882 over 1880 was 15.6 per cent. 

The text-book claims an increase for 1888 over 1885 of a little over 
19 per cent. in the length of railway-mail routes, and of 22 per cent. in 
the numberof miles traveled. The official reports show that from 1880 
to 1883 there was an increase of very nearly 30 per cent. in the length 
of railway-mail routes, and of about 34 per cent. in the number of 
miles traveled. 

The text-book is silent as to the number of pieces of mail-matter 
handled by postal clerks; but from the official reports it appears that 
from 1885 to 1887 the increase was a little less than 18 per cent., while 
from 1880 to 1882 the increase was about 30 per cent. 

One branch of the postal service will sustain the claim of an undue 
“‘expansion’’ since 1885, and that is the Dead-Letter Office. The in- 
crease in the number of pieces of dead mail-matter received at that 
office in 1835 over that received in 1882 was about 13 per cent., while 
the increase for 1888 over 1885 was nearly 27 percent. Had the postal 
service become less efficient or had the public become less intelligent 
and careful? 


| places of persons without reg 
| for partisan considerations. 


| 


With respect to the alleged greater honesty of employés, it will be | 


suflicient to say that the Postmaster-General found it necessary in 
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letter packages, pouches, 
1883, 14,841 in 1885, and 
** misdirected ’’ 
2,558 in 1885, and 4,824 in 
rainst other employés, the number reported was 1 
1,742,540 in l 


» the errors by postmasters, the 





** missent’’ 





accuracy ? 


with 669,034 error 
and sacks v 





Of the total number of pieces of 


rror to every 
>, and one error 


A decrease ot 








st two years of Demo 
n postal clerks has been s 


> pressing pot 





‘record of er 


istration, wh 





imong Republican 


ciency of the mail serv 





Post-Office Department. 
, there has be 
! forbearance 
he fault, 


een a ere 
ings of the mail service. 

to the condition to which the post ul service 
removal of old, tried. and good officials, 
their fitn 


DEMOCRACY r-OF FI 
it is claimed by the Democratic text-book f 
| parcels-post conventions with certain foreign cou 


Great cred 
| of parcels of merchandise. Upon examini 
| be found that the Administration, pursuing the general 
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cent an ounce or 16 cents a pound and limited the weight of packages 
to4 pounds. The idea crept into the head of the Democratic Post- 
master-General that it would redound to the glory of bis administra- 
tion to extend this system to foreign countries. The first suggestion 
to this end apparently was made to him by Great Britain, whose Gov- 
ernment is ever alive to advantages to be gained of other nations. On 














pages 22 and 23 of his report for 1885-’86 the Postmaster-General says 
of this suggestion: 
e postmaster-general of Great Britain has recently solicited the opening 

of 1 tions with this Department looking to the establishment between 

intries of the « venient parcel-post system in general Kuropean use. 

ra er was admissil *xcept that our legislation has not yet autnor- 
i ‘ oyment of p ‘ cilities for such objecis, 

Postmaster-General, it will be observed, assigned no reason for 
mpl x with the proposition of the British Government except 
that the law did not authorize him to doso. If he was influenced in 
fusal by the reason that the system would facilitate the introduc- 
t f J h products to compete with our own manufactures, | 
failed to give expression to any such reason. The pronounced tenden- 
‘ the Democratic party render it improbable that he was governed 
by motives looking to the protection of home industries, 

The idea was not abandoned, however, for the lack of legal authority, 
the Postmaster-General stating, on page 62 of his report for 1887, that 
he had entered into a parcels-post convention with Jamaica and Bar- 
, both British colonies, it having been found ‘* permissible to fix 
by ch convention a higher limit of weight and size on articles to be 

1itted to such mails than that provided by law for domestic mails.’’ 
‘The newly found authority did not come from express legislative enact- 
ment, but it had its origin in a legal opinion manufactured to order. 
For the first time in history the administrative branch of the Government 
a ied the right to fix the mailability of matter and vary the rates oi 
postace right that Congress had ever jealously reserved to itself. 

| vaddling-clothes of the infant prodigy were cut in dimensions 
of extraordinary generosity. While parcels to domestic address were 
I cted to 4 pounds in weight, the limit fixed for packages for for- 


was 11 pounds. While the rate on parcels exchanged between 


our own people, no matter how short the distance conveyed, is 16 cents 
pound, goods intended for foreigners may be sent through the en 


ire extent of the domestic mails and over a vast expanse of sea besides, 
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i charge of only 12 cents perpound. The domestic parcelsare dumped | 


into the mails without any formalities and left to take their chances of 
going safely to destination. The parcels sent abroad, on the contrary, 
are surrounded with unusual precautions. The sender is given a cer- 
tificate of mailing and a customs declaration is attached to the parcel, 
which must also be accompanied by an invoice. There are three dis- 
tinct blank-forms to be provided and filled out at the Government ex- 
pense. ‘Io the cost of thisspecial machinery is added the extra expense 
of sea transportation to swell the disproportion of revenue between 
foreign and domestic parcels. 

The system has since been extended to Honduras and the Bahamas, 
both, like Jamaica and Barbadoes, British colonies. The principal ex- 
ports of all these countries are sugar, cotton, salt, rum, molasses, rice, 
coffee, rabber, pine-apples, and oranges. Will our people make use of 
the mails to procure these articles? The merchants may be benefited 
and the foreigners may be accommodated by the system. but it furnishes 
no advantages to the people at large, for whose accommodation the postal 
service is provided. It would be vastly more to the advantage of our 
merchants and manufacturers to encourage the use of the mails for the 
conveyance of their products to our own people, and more in keeping 
with the objeets for which the postal service was created. 

The consumers in this country may now procure an article by mail 
from one of the British colonies named at a lower cost for postage than 
he could have it sent from any post-office near to his place of residence. 

Foreign countries allow the use of the international mails for the pro- 
motion of their commerce, but they do so at a charge proportioned to 
the cost of service rendered; but the discriminations of the mails are 
mace in favor of their own people. he German rate for parcels to the 
British colonies mentioned is about seven times the amount charged 
on domestic parcels, and the French rate to the same colonies is about 
four times the amount of the domestic rate. In using the domestic 
mails for parcels our people are compelled to pay a charge that is just 
a third more than the rate at which the mails may be used to send 
merchandise abroad. And while the charge on our domestic parcels is 
just one-half the rate for domestic letters, parcels are carried to foreign 
countries at about one-thirteenth of the rate charged on letters to the 
same addresses. ; 

While dealing thus liberally with the citizens of foreign countries, 
has the Democratic Administration taken any steps to encourage the 
use of the domestic parcels-post? Let us see. Recognizing the dis- 
criminations made against our own people in the use of the mails for 
the carriage of parcels, and appreciating the public utility of an effi- 
cient domestic parcels-post, I had the honor on the 16th day of July 
to introduce a bill in the Senate proposing to merge the third and 
fourth classes of mail-matter into one class at a uniform charge of 1 
cent for 2 ounces, or 8 cents a pound. Thisin effect would reduce the 
rate on domestic parcels one-half; and, besides the relief it would af- 
ford to the people, the proposition had many advantages in the way 
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of simplifying the workings of the mail service and in saving annoy- 
ance and delay to the public. The bill was promptly referred to the 
Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. It was duly re- 
ported back to the Senate with a recommendation favorable to its pas- 
sage. It is now on the Calendar awaiting a suitable time for action by 
the Senate. One attempt to secure its passage was antagonized by the 
senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck]. . 

A similar bill wasintroduced in the Democratic House of Representa- 
tives on the 11th day of June by Representative ALLEN, of Massachu- 
setts, a Republican. ‘The bill was smotherel by the Democratic Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, most probably at the inspira- 
tion of the Democratic Post-Office Department. Perhaps the Demo- 
cratic opposition to the measure comes from something more potent than 
the lack of desire to benefit the people; and that is a wish not to inter- 
fere with the monopoly enjoyed by the express companies, the Post- 
master-General stating on page 61 of his report for 1887 that— 











Pa . nventions have never been hitherto negotiated with oth 
countries e any domestic arr ments of the kind been set on foot. 
It en our policy to leave to express companies and other carriers the 
trar ‘tation of all parcels above the mailable weight of 4 pounds, and no gen- 
ere i for any change inthis policy has ever arisen, such service by pri- 
vate h s havi ipparently been hitherto accepted as satisfactory. This, 
however, has little or no relation to the interchange of small parcels of mer- 


chandise with foreign countries. The restrictions of the tariff laws, not only 
} } 7 ' 


luties imposed, but still more in the troublesome and expensive require- 

















tending the passage through the custom-house and the forwarding of 

ar have toa at degree prevented the purchase here by persons resid- 

ing abroad, or tl sending hither, the smaller goods in retail, which withi: 

our borders are freely purchased, thoug xy distances intervene between the 
buyer and seller. 

The Democratic party while professing great opposition to corpora- 


tions is ever tender in taking any action to interfere with their privi- 


leves 


Che Post-Office Department is awaiting a demand from the people 
before doing anything to favor them in the transportation of parcels by 
mail. Was there ever any organized demand from the people for postal 
reforms? Was the reduction by the Republican party of letter postage 
to 2 cents demanded by the people ? If the Democratic party wishes 


t the public appreciation of that measure, let it propose to restore 
the letter rate from 2 cents for a full ounce to 3 cents for a half ounce. 
TT} 
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cratic ears tin it is the business of the postal administration and 
of Congress, and not of the people to devise measures of public relief 
and improvement in the postal service. 

The desire of the Democratic administration to favor foreign inter- 


| ests, and particularly British interests, was further illustrated by its 


action with reference to the importation of merchandise from Canada. 

Inder arrangements made by the Administration the articles could be 
mailed in Canada to any address in the United States at a charge of 
only 4 cents a pound, just one-fourth the rate of the charge when 
mailed in this country. So long as it benefited only the people of 


| Canada the Administration was content, but when some of our seeds- 


men living on the frontier took advantage of the situation to freight 
their goods across the line and mail them at Canadian post-offices to 


| their customers in this country the Administration awoke to its blun- 


| 








der through a manifestation of popular discontent. 

Democratic legislators hastened to introduce bills to reduce the do- 
mestic rate on seeds to one-fourth or one-half the existing rate, but there 
were no signs that the Democratic Administration looked for a remedy 
through any reduction of postages. Instead of that the Post-Office De- 
partment posted an agent off to Ottawa, who succeeded, by the com- 
plaisance of the Canadian Government, in restoring the old arrange- 
ment by which parcels mailed in Canada to the United States were sub- 


| ject to the same charges as though mailed in thiscountry. Then Dem- 


ocratic interest in the matter ceased in Congress, and it was left to the 
Republican Senate to secure an amendment to the Post-Office appropri- 
ation act making a reduction of one-half in the domestic rate on seeds, 
bulbs, and plants. Thus the Democratic party was extricated from its 
blunder, and it had preserved the consistency of its record in opposing 
all reductions of domestic postage. 

DEMOCRATIC DISCRIMINATION AGAINST BUSINESS MEN, 

The spirit which animated the Post-Office Department in dealing 
with. the public was illustrated by a stroke of policy which entailed 
serious consequences to the business public. An actof Congress passed 
in 1879 defined the permissibility of the printing on the wrappers or 
unsealed parcels and on envelopes inclosing circulars. ‘The statute 
was liberal and it had been liberally construed by the Department. 
The Postmaster-General stumbled upon this statute in the summer of 
1887, and he questioned the generous interpretation which had been 
put upon it. Thesanction of eight years of precedent and the interests 
and convenience of the public did not permit him to wait a short time 
and submit his doubt to Congress for decision; but instead he issued a 
peremptory mandate restricting the quantity of printing previously 
allowable on the matter in question, and imposing the penalty of a 
charge of letter-postage rate for violations of his order. 

Business men were caughtin an embarrassing dilemma. They had on 
hand ready for use greater or less quantities of the forbidden wrappers 
and envelopes, which were rendered unserviceable, and no time was 
afforded for obtaining a new supply. Worse than all, correspondents 
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were compelled to pay letter postage on matter which had been admit- 






ted at printed rates, and sent prior to or in ignorance of the order \ 
storm of ind tion broke out through the public pres nd the Po 
master-Ge alized, probably for the first time 


the mischief he haddone. He insisted that his ord : 


the same tim sucgested means for its evasion 1n ul 
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the rewards of politi 


tered it that ir 





r the odium of charges which they had not been allowed to refute 


The difficulties and delays in making out a plausible showing wer 


displeasing alike to the Postmaster-General 





office-seekers knocking at his doors. Accor nafeww 3 
after his ind on into office the Postmaster-General addressed a ‘* con- 
fidential’’ cireular to the Democratic Senators and Representa 3 in 
Congress from certain of theStates, seeking their aid in the complisi 


ment of his purposes, and sayi among other things, the followin 
I : 








Am impatient to assist our pe pl 1 securing relief to wl it vy are st 
entitled from partisan p 1asters. Suggest method which if ad ‘ wills 
subs tialrelief. I willregq no more proof of partisans I t l 
ofa Representative or Senator, or affidavit of some person whom the R 


ative can affirm to be of unquestioned credibility. 


The greater simplicity of the new method was not without its de- 
sired fruit, and changes proceeded witha greater rapidity. The reports 
of the Postmaster-General show that there were 51,252 post-offices in 
existence on the 30th of June, 1885. Of the incumbents of these offices 


12,150, or nearly one-fourth of the whole number, were removed o 


pended, and 15,975, or nearly a third of the whole number, were dis- 
placed by resignation, voluntary or involuntary, or by expiration of 
commissions between July 1, 1885, and June 30, 1887 

Nearly seven-twelfths, or somewhat more than one-h of the whole 


number had been displaced within a period of two years The removals 

and resignations (!) had exceeded in point of numbers all the post-offices 

at which the postal revenues were more than $100 annually. Death 

intervened to save 1,176 postmasters from the chancesof removal. Six 
: 





thousand five hundred and twenty-four newly created post-oflices were 
filled with Mr. Vilas’sselections. The official reports do not show how 
many changes were effected between March 4 and July 1,1885, Civil- 
service reform had evidently been practiced with : ngeance in the 





t branch of this De- 
ision superintendent 


In the railway mail service, the most iu 


partment, the general superintendent and ev 





have been removed. ‘I last one, R. C. J: 1,at the head of the 
division including the Middle States, with headquarters in the city « 

New York, a man whose fitness, earnestness, and faithfulness to duty 
is unquestioned, and against whom no charge can stained, was re 


moved about three weeks since to make a place for a 
present Administration. The outcry which was raised against this 1 

moval simply called out the reply that the Post-Office Department we 

dissatisfied with his record. Butwhatwashis record? He commenced 
in 1874 as a clerk in the Department on a salary of $1,200 a year, 
has worked his way up by honest promotion t ’ the highest posi tic 
the railway mail servic And I challenge the Department, or any pe 





son, to show any ground for his removal, except the desire on the part 
of the Administration to put in his placea parti mn who might be: 
iceable in promoting the re-election of the President. In the great 
scramble for office and the haste of this Administration to reward it 
partisans there have been a great number of bad appointments. Thi 
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— Wasarrested for stealing $1,000 worth of goodsat Racine, Wis., and con- 
feased and held in bonds for $00; forfeited bond and ran away; writes after 
long absence from Northern Dakota that he has been appointed postmaster (1886, 
December 10; The Tribune, 1 

Postmasterat Peoria. Alleged dismissed from Army for certifying false 











r ter-ro indicted il years ago for violation internal-revenue laws; 
! d statute of limit 8s; certified copy of indictment and record sent to 
I’re t before appointment (1855, November 25; New Yor ‘orld, 4 

l tmaster at Newberry, Mich Arrested with his deputy, C. W. 
charzed with embezzlement; was active politician and a Democratic county 
treasurer (1888, May 7; New York Times, 1 

Postmaster at Flambeau, Wis. Convicted of robbing town treasury 
t 1 Cleveland Democrat and became candidate for Indian agent, and tien 
f postmaster (1886, February 1; New York World, 1). Protest of people 


finally prevented appointment 
Vostmaster at New Holland, Pa., absconded; accounts bad; notes 
protested (1885, December 11; New York Times, | 





Appoirted postmaster, Fort Dodge, lowa. Appointment secured by 
J.HI ombe, who, according to affidavit, required Cain to pay $00 yearly 
out of salary received for support of Democratic paper edited by Dunscombe’s 
son (1556, Mav 25; New York Sun, 2 

Appointed mail agent Union Station, Ind. Was sentenced in 1872 to 
the penitentiary for two years for grand larceny; pleaded guilty of robbery 
in !S87 and was sentenced for two years; indicted for riot in 1879 and found 
guilty; in the same year he was indicted for robbery; and also in 1883 for as- 
sauit and battery (1886, January 24; New York Times,7). Full reeommenda- 
tion by Congressman Bynum, with signatures of Governor Gray, Judge Nib- 
} 


Auditor Rice, Attorney Board, and Secretary Myers (1886, January 31; 





ew York Times, 2). 

Appointed janitor money-order division, Cincinnati: “‘colored man 
who was sent for three years to State prison for stealing gold watch and chain” 
i885, July 3; New York Times, 1). Case investigated; found that — served 
t! years in prison but behaved well since (18 5, July 21; New York Times, 3). 

Railway mail service, Indiana. Mail « allowed to go to Lafayette 
without messenger,and mail broughtback Hewas prominent political worker; 
appointed for that reason, and had boasted that he had bribed three members 


of council to vote for a street railroad. Testimony of Foulke, president Civil 
Service Association (1888, March 29; New York Ti 





APPOINTED WHILE IN JAIL. 


—— Appointed postmaster at Lincolnville Centre, Me. Now serving out 
an cight months’ sentence in jail for stealing postal money as deputy at that 
sume place; petition signed by more than one hundred Democrats, and ap 
proved by the chairman of the Democratic State committee (1885, August 8; New 
York Times, 4). Appointment asked by Chairman Brown (1835, August 11; 
New York Sun, 2). Brown declares that he knew nothing about the appoint- 
ment; was not in the list secured when he was at Washington (1585, August 12; 
New York Herald, 3) 

Appointed postmaster at Columbus, Kans.; convicted in Cherokee 
County of forgery in second degree; was Democratic candidate for auditor of 
State two years ago; plan of fraud was to use fictitious deed of real estate as 
basis for loans on notes to fictitious persons (1886, July 24; The Tribune, 1). 

Appointed postmaster at Kearney, Nebr., while serious charges were 
t er consideration by Senate; discovered by inspectors to be a defaulter, and 
name withdrawn (1886, May 29; New York Sun, 2). 

Appointed postmaster at Atlanta; was impeached as State treasurer in 
IS70 for malfeasance, but escaped conviction, vote in senate lacking two of the 
necessary two-thirds; suit brought to recover $27,000 corruptly received while 
in office, according to his own confession ; all the facts placed before the Presi- 
dent by Georgia Democrats prior to nomination (1886, February 17; The Tri- 
bune, 2). 

— Assistant postmaster at Coshocton, Ohio. Arrested embezzlement Gov- 








ernment funds; failed to account or remit (1887, June 26; New York Sun, 2). 
—— Appointed postmaster at Flatbush at request of F. Campbell; arrested 
f inifeasance in office, appropriating money passing in registered letters (1887, 


July 10; New York Times, 2). 

Appointed postmaster at Lansing, Mich. ; a professional lobbyist; Dem- 
ocrats indignant that man of his character appointed; Knights of Labor charged 
that - received a big fee to look after their bill and then betrayed them; 
since appointment has compelled employés to contribute money to bear ex penses 
of carnpaign; personal character unanimously reported unfit, and rejected with- 
out opposition (1886, August 5; New York Sun, 7). 

Money-order clerk at Reading, Pa., short of $1,000; fast young woman 
in case (1887, June 17; New York Times, 1), 

- Postmaster at Huntington, Conn.; arrested for robbing mails (1887, 
January 2i; New York Times, 1). 

Appointed postmaster at City Island, N. Y.; a defaulter; borrowed of 
many friends and fled; said to be woman in case; office cleaned out of money 
and stamps (1888, April 13; New York Sun, 3). 

- Appointed postmaster Fairfield, Ill.; never settled accounts as clerk of 
court, Wayne County; refused tosurrender books; rejected (1886, June 18; New 
York Sun, 2). 

Nephew of Congressman SPRINGER; appointed postmaster at Jackson- 
ville, Fla., two days before Congress met; got commission and qualified after 
Congress met in violation of law; charged with insulting and obscene comments 
on soldiers’ reunion, and on the wife of chairman of the committee of arrange- 
ments; a prominent citizen, , & crony of , was made deputy, and 
charges that ——— compelled him to divide pay; makes affidavit that 
was author of obscene paper above named; supported by other affidavits; all 
employés and postmaster neglected duties of office for four weeks in SPRINGER’S 
interest (1886, July 15; New York Sun,1). Charges proved, and was rejected 
(1886, July 22; New York Sun, 1). 

JAIL-BIRDS FOR PLACES OF TRUST. 

—— Appointed postmaster at Fort Dodge,Iowa. Appointment secured by 
——, who, according to affidavit, required to pay $400 yearly out of sal- 
ary received for supportof Democratic paper edited by — *s son (1886, May 25; 
New York Sun, 2) 

——— Appointed postmasterat Ithaca, N.Y. Office us@d as partisan headquar- 
ters; service in a state of chaos; chronic delays of New York mail; letter and 
wedding invitations delayed for days or weeks; reprimanded from headquar- 
ters (1886, December 17; New York World, 4). 





TWO CONVICTS CHOSEN—ONE-LEGGED SOLDIER OUSTED. 


—— Appointed postmasterat Vinton, Iowa; under indictment for violating 
State liquor law; a saloon-keeper and man of intemperate habits and general 
bad character; one-legged soldier turned out to make place vacant, and prede- 
cessor, —— —, first appointed, but removed by Vilas because indicted and con- 
victed (1886, May 27; New York Sun,2). Rejected Democrats concurrfig (1886, 
June 17; New York Sun, 1). 

——— Appointed postmaster at Hoboken. Man of questionable associations 
and deplorable illiteracy. It was alleged that Governor Abbett had refused to 
appoint him to a minor office in his gift on account of educational deficiencies. 
Was he appointed that he might learn to read and write? (1886, July 14; New 
York Times, 4). 
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—— Appointed postmaster at Dennison, Iowa; a saloon-keeper, violating 
State law by selling whisky and beer; appointment the result of arrangement 
between —and himself to furnish money for starting a German Democratic 
paper; ——— had offered to startsuch a paper, if appointed, from the salary, 
but had been rejected (1886, May 28; New York Sun. 2). ——— rejected ; found 
to be mere ** dummy "’ for ——— (1886, June 25; New York Sun, 2). 

——— Appointed postmaster at St. Louis; thrashed Mr. Joseph Pulitzer in 
street, Star, November 12 (1885, November 18; New York Sun, 2). St. Lo. isdis- 
patch to Sun says: “Appointments are stench in nostrils of decent people. In 
vain did Congressman GLOVER tell Executive his nominee for postmaster was a 
common drunkard, his nominee for surveyor a rascal, his nominee for collector 
of internal revenue but one remove from imbecile; appointing in face of burn- 
ing protests notorious drunkards, embezziers, dark-lantern politicians, helpless 
imbeciles, at the beck of cross-roads Confederate Senators, bargaining with them 
for a packed convention. If Manning’s machine attempts renomination, the 
next national convention will not be held in St. Louis (1486, August 1; New 
York Sun, 8). 

-——— Appointed postmaster at Chicago, well-known Copperhead (1885, May 
7; The Tribune, 1) teported since his appointment has been active in Sena- 
torial contest just ending. Offense which merits dismi-sal in fourth-class post- 
master can not properly be overlooked in postmaster offirst class (1855, May 21; 
New York Times,4). Lawyerof feeble health, lacks experience: physical en- 
ergy, mental quickness desired, In responsible minor offices men were placed 
by him whose unfitness led one into United States court as defendant in action 
for malfeasance. He claims he was persecuted because he had shown up gross 
inefficiency of Chicago postal service. Discontent at Chicago widespread ; busi- 
ness some divisions uniformly behind; takes New York papers longer to travel 
2 miles in Chicago than all the way from New York (1833, January 13; New 
York Sun, }). 

Appointed postmasterat South Salem, in place of ——, who had held 
office twenty-two years; removes post-oftice to his house, a mile and a half 
from the village; boycotted by the people (1885, December 14; The Tribune, 1). 

Appointed postmaster at Webster City, lowa. Had charged incumbent 
——— with partisanship, but said in application he was editor of a Democratic 
paper and chairman of the Democratic committee: that he had made speeches in 
campaign, and wanted office as a reward; that salary would enable him to do 
more work for his party than ever. Made eighteen speeches and continued on 
committee; hasbeen even more offensive partisan himself (1886, April 10; New 
York Sun, 1.) 

——— Appointed postmaster at Lynchburgh. Editor, who, after appoint- 
ment, called Sherman “first-class fraud, miserable mountebank, unscrupulous 
scoundrel, uncharitable dog;” and Logan ‘‘semi-civilized Illinois ourang-outang, 
his dirty diatribes; and Hoar white-livered, onion-eating, nasal-twanged old 
hypocrite; and Conger “a slang-wanger,” ete. (.886, May 15; New York Sun, 
2). Rejected, but again reappointed; charged with tissue-ballot frauds, offen- 
sive partisan, and intense hostility to civil-service reform (1856, August 10; New 
York World, 4), 

Appointed postmaster at Dennison, Iowa, in place of ,removed for 
partisanship, but was editor Democratic paper, member Democratic com- 
mittee, delegate in convention, made stump speeches after appointment and 
took part actively in Democratic campaign. He was appointed by Postmaster- 
General, as documents show, as reward for party services, and his own letters 
to President show that usefulness to party would be greatly increased by 
appointment (1886, March 26; New York Sun,3). Wrote to Postmaster-General 
that he would devote his salary to establishment of German Democratic paper 
(1886, May 27; New York Sun, 2). Adverse report on above facts (1886, March 
, New York Times, 5). 

Appointed postmaster at Vicksburg; approved assassination of Mat- 
thews, advocating use of extreme measures to secure Democratic success; ad- 
vised murder of Republican sheriff ; in April, 1885, his paper, The Herald, said: 
‘*White Democrats should direct attack at white Republican bosses and kill 
them when necessary ” (1886, January 20; New York Sun, 2). 










































JAIL-BIRDS., 

Washington Post says: ‘‘ Federal patronage in Cincinnati employed to ele- 
vate most disreputable and odious characters, No less than four cr minais hold 
Government places in Ohio to-day as direct result of Democratic dispensation. 
Recent subordinate appointments Ohio in Treasury service include three noto- 
rious malefactors, one chronic work-house inmate, one in penitentiary for theft, 
another indicted for murder, but escaped because principal witness disappeared ” 
(Washington Post, 1885, November 8). Rhode Island postmaster had been ar- 
rested nine times in three months for violation of liquor law. Pennsyivania 
ec erk of mint confessed writing a forged letter of Neal Dow to influence German 
votes in Ohio (1885, September 8; New York World, 4). Maine postmaster ap- 
pointed while in jail (1885, August 23; The Tribune, 5). 

THE BRUTAL REVILER OF GRANT. 


——— Appointed postmaster at Meridian, Miss.; business manager and prin 
cipal editor of Mereury which published editorial ‘coarsely assailing the 
memory of General Grant; appointed in place of Hancock, removed as of 
fensive partisan. No man who is such a fool as to write an article of the kin« 
is fit to be a postmaster; disavowal of - declares not persona!lly re 
sponsible (1885, August 10; New York Times, Had been indictedin United 
States court for unlawfully conspiring to evade civil-rights law (1885. September 
3; New York World, 4). Was leader of bulldozers, whose paper advocated use 
of violence to carry Democratic ticket; after Grant’s death articles published 
of most brutal character (1886, January 20; New York Sun, 2). 

—— Appointed postmaster at Berlin, Wis.; arrested for embezzleinent; 
$30,000 borrowed as if for firm (1886, May 18; New York Sun, 1). 

Appointed postmaster at Philadelphia; was chairman of Democrati« 
city committee. Crosby states could be no more serious violation of spirit of 
law than removal of Huidekoper, a postmaster of especial merit, supported 
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by many Democrats. (1885, November 26; The Tribune,2). Comp! o  civil- 
service association that he distributed appointments equally among election 
districts of city, appoints men who can not write or speak grammatically, dis- 


inisses men without charges, and examinations of appointeesalleged to be fraud- 
ulent. (1886, November 10; New York Times,5). Complaints challenged by 
and by local board (1886, November 13; New York Times, 5). ‘Test 
mony Senate committee that only three or four clerks were retained out of fou 
hundred or five hundred, and only four dismissed for cause. Huidekoper ri 
moved after Vilas had told him his office was the best managed in the United 
States (1888, April 5; The Tribune, 1). 
Appointed postmaster at Natchez; chairman Democratic committee 
manager election frauds in 1884; detailsof reasons for rejection (1585, August 7; 
The Tribune, 2; August 16, The Tribune, 1, and September 8, New York Wor!d, 
4). Nevertheless confirmed (1886, June 4; The Tribune, 2). Chairman Repub- 
lican committee removed for offensive partisanship; chairman Democratic 
committee appointed, who manipulated election returns so that district having 
great Republican majority is représented by Democratic Con:ressman; polit- 
ical activity while postmaster (1886, January 20; New York Sun, 2). 
Postmaster at Monroe, Ind.; also Gray, postmaster at Portland. Ind., 
seated on platform at eleventh district Democratic Congressional] convention ; 
Daniel Krisher, postmaster at North Manchester, chairman delegation; Post- 
master R. L. Seaton and William Mertz, postmaster at Vera Cruz; in all fifty 
postmasters present, perniciousactivity (1886, September 1; New York World, 4) 
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—— Appointed Superintendent Railway Mails; formerly discharged as Re- | 1 on We r.J 1, 1887 8 s I > 
f in for inefticiency ; constant complaint of business men; notor ous Indi- | of orga : I s 
ana partisan, appointed in place of ——, one of the most efficient officers in ¥ s 
the Department | < LVoY 
Appointed p stmasterat West Pointin place ———, m yye $ 
ter; no one there knows him (1888, May 30; the Tribune, 1). } O Ya 
rhe condition of the post-office in Chicago has been a scandal and a a 
, @ ; ty . " 
1 @ disgrace. The outcry became so great at last that the Department was Mr. I 
forced to send a commission out there to make an examination, the | P 
result of which was the removal of a number olf s linate I 
; Lut still the trouble was not remedied. Corning 8S. Jud | 
. . 1 ’ i ) iv 
master, was a lawyer of some ability; a well-known copp¢ i x oe 
e . . : : ' Acs 
man against whose private character I have no charges to make, buthe | Q’ How many of t 1 
was in feeble health; lacking in experience and the n ry qua a | . we k 1} ted - sav 
‘ 1 } af is but ‘ T 5 ‘ 
tions for such a position; lacking in physical energy and those mental 7 ard 
+ . . . . ‘ < < i s dis 
qualiti sand aptitudes which are essential tosuch a position At i A. Idon’'tk . t was d with 
the complaints wereso loud and deep that he has |! n re ed | Q. By whose dire ’ i ty t 1 
" . . ; ' , i ( 
rhe post-office at Indianapolis, occupied by Aquilla Jone s been ar, Ww 2a mi m 
} - ; T a , | ing-press in tha Hes i i t< \ 
a very sink of political corraption Postn er Jones ¢ ily « red , Byd 
that he set at defiance all the civil-service | ions of the | dent; | The Wrrness. | i me to print t t ! t 
that he should remove officers and ayppoi! @ ix . y | fen I did l fall « I ‘ V og 
that he should remove licers and appoint n l y | a ante anal te ’ : thie « nt naiel 
for political consideration. | no, he did not know thatitwas. Px to ut. tk wrstairs i i 
Lhe Ii Uadelphia po t-office, whi h had b lmanage I¢ years ! it Was DS ith of Pos as ia M i x ' » 
, . “ade + 7 t. 7 . wee a \ s » it la , . ! 
by General Huidekoper, was admitted on all bands, I believe, to have | “°: }toy¢ was, the na So : ; ' : ) 
been the best managed post-oflice in the world, not even ex ting the ' rate (It < Mr. I sin’ to 
celebrated London office. General Huidekoper had conducted his busi t cha 3% s some day and becot ‘ 
ness purely upon civil-service-reform principles. ‘There was no charge, aa aaa. tes ate sant Soge 
° - . r 1 na it ee ’ 
there could be no charge, made against his management of the oflice. i told 1 there w 1 be ore @ f 
He was removed and one Harrity, chairman of the Democratic city com- | ty had iden ring it would ‘ 
mittee of Philadelphia, putin his place. Nosuch record of inefficiency | oe , wee % —_— , aia 
can be found in the history of the management of any great office in 
the country. Delays innumerable have occurred in the transmission | hese and took them upto Mr. Vog . 
and the delivery of letters ever since his advent to the oflice. lit me Set om ap y it ts on die 
+ . - + . , » } . o 8 A . 
erate and drunken men have been substituted for carriers in the place se it shou t hecans Mr. Har at , 
of excellent men. Carriers have been seen reeling through the streets | ing to do with it; that is 
s with the mail-bags on their backs. Letters have been scattered a : = gel told you t 
3 the sidewalk; mail-boxes not visited fortwenty-four hours at atime, | @° And he, you say, is the personal cl ; é 
and numerous instances in which letters directed from one part oI Ile does considerable of the personal writing of Postmaster H 
the city to another have been days, and in some i ks, b a ; : 
. . . . 7 . . . i : ority , 1s 1 
fore reaching their destination. It is notorious that 0 aie 
the office spent a large portion of their time in carry s conversa s 
ot Harrity in the great Democratic factional fight ag t SAX J ‘ y 
: : ; tics 
RANDALL. All these things are amply proved in « ice taken be 
fore the Committee to Investigate the Civil Service As aspecimen ot } been a D , 
some of the irregularities in that office, I submit the following testi- | 
mony of Edward J. Frysinger, in which he says that a printing-press a ev 
was put into that office by Harrity, and Frysinger employed asa printer | By Senator MA. SOx 
“nt De oY 10 o , Yaw + ‘ _ | se " — , 
to print Democratic notices on Government paper © How much of a ns plant is the | ' 
TESTIMONY OF EDWARD J. FRYSINGER. | The WItNEss Do you mean in f 
; | Senator MANDERSON. Ye 
‘ Edward J, Frysinger, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follow The Witness. The material when I wast was worth from $1, , 
: By the CHAIRMAN: ; Q Do y« i mean to say that all of the printed blanks are now prit ! n 
the office? 
: Q. Where do you live? ‘ f 
P ? A Ido not know w the ) At t I was thers ; 
5 A. At 13 Madison street, Chester. blanks were printed there I . m a G me j arte 
Q. Have you been in the post-office at Philadelphia as an official lately, and | , x iw ave to have a . ae, eee 1 ena tened = 
ifso, when? , i ; ’ be | those here But this was r ¢ ivenis e of I> urtme! vas 
A. Yes, sir; from the 2list of April to the lst of September, 1837 i : 1 o et that they i liate ‘ ary | 
Q. By whom were you appointed? ;  @& How is the vat . ' : 
A. By Postmaster Harrity. } It is sup “a4 \\ ; : 
Q. How did you leave the office? oO : “ . e Post-Office Depat ‘ 
A. Isent in my voluntary resignation. i - on ¢ Dey _ tat Was ; 
Q. What place did you hold in the post-office ‘ . s do he sth ’ a) ws } 
4. I was printer. onan? 
Q. Is there a printing establishment in the office? ea aie 
4. I understand thereis yet. I opened the establishment when I went there. » Wi taet « ad we 
Q. There had been none there before? ~ arte ‘ ned proved ¢ d 
A. No, sir; I laid it out ates ' 
Q. The men were appointed and you set them to work? } ower: it should not have om. bot I waneamm 
Q. And you had charge of the printing department in the post-office ? alin 4 aol : Paes ' 
A. Yes, sir = — 
Q. Which was a new feature? t f obtai: ‘ : ‘ 
’ s < ovtain ‘ ‘ f f 
A. Yes, sir. : s 
Q. What kind of printing did you do? 4 thes ema dam t ‘ r) 
A. Principally the work of the Department, i } . we +} tt that I+ ¢ 
: e aone as econon ally and espec i ‘ i iL i WAS I 
7 Q. And of the office? | be in Washingt : 
4 A. Yes, sir. a ; a Q. Have ia h t ( i } 
; Q. How bad that hitherto been done oe Fo 
fe A. At the Government Office in Washington, a. ex fa : 
; Q. Do you think it is less expensive? | Zam nosted on { 
= A. It is more convenient to have it there. ee etn pe pie r ‘ 
# Q. Yesterday Mr. Watrous produced a copy of a political circular which was | 9)6 the printing of wv see pi 
a printed in the Press, with which he is connected as editor, which circular was | 4’ T} P Sik aati wind 
3 read before the committee. It purports to have been printed at the office by not 1 - oat exactly ; 
= you, or under your direction. Have you knowledge of any such transaction @. Anda event t 1 
‘a A. I printed a circular of that character there. 2 aes a . 
¢ : A. Yes, sir 
- Q. In the post-office? QO. Bs : . , ' f 
A. Yes, of the character he referred to. There was a fa mile of itin the | A. The posta rds w 4, and as tot 
Press. I suppose that is what he referred to. I really d re t [ t 
Q. Have you the original with you? a from upste : 
A. Lhave a written order forit. Yes, sir. } Q But amis te f 2 ta is or pape ! 
Q. Will you produce it? rs 2 yr pay 
‘ e to 1 
] (The witness produced the paper called for. A Ves.sir: t] ards ae 
The CHAIKMAN. Please read it. | 5 
The Witness (reacling) : | By Senator Bior 
“ By request of the Democratic city executive committee you are invited and y conversatio Postmaster Harrits ) 
expected to attend a meeting of the Democratic executive committee of the | tl do ents 





Twenty-ninth ward, to be heid at Quantrell’s Hall, Eighteenth and Ridge ave- 
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Q. None at any time? 

A. Not that I recollect of. 

Q. Have you had any correspondence with Postmaster Harrity on the subject? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Will you please state what it was 

\. I wroteto him something to the effect that I had done as he knew, printed 
matter that was not proper; Lean not recollect the words exactly, but some- 


} 


thing to that effect. 
Q. Did you refer to the printing of that letter, and are you quite sure that you | 
referred to that? 
A. Ihave a copy of the letter at home | 
Q. From your recollection did you refer to this special case in your letter? | 
A. Lreferred to that printing 1 had done that, ashe knew and as I stated in | 


had no right to do 


®. What did you ask him to 
j 





j stm lid in A +4) ae : : 
yoke to him—lI did not: n to do anything, I think. 


the subordinate officers under their employ, in the pay of the Govern- 
ment, to do the labors to print Democratic circulars on the printing- 
presses of the Government, but using the Government paper and postal- 
carcs lor that purpose. 

Below I submit some extracts from papers showing complaints from 
different parts of the country: 


ar 


| 
i 
hus adding proof that the Democratic officials are using not only | 


Piume. l ask now that an extract from the Topeka Capital, commencing 
with the marked part, be read. 
fhe Chief Cierk read as follows: 


Let us consider for a moment what would be the result if the proposed in- | ; 


vestigation should be made as asked for by Mr. PLums in the Senate and Mr. Prer- 
KINS in the House. The Post-Office Committee, after thorough inquiry, would 
find that the heads of the Postal Department were engaged in a censurable effort 
to serve the public with postal arrangements entirely inadequate, utterly re- 
fusing to recognize the fact that the entire West was being flooded with a vast 

increase of mail-matiter without corresponding increase of force to handle the } 
same. The said committee would moreover find that these Department heads | 
had full knowledge that this was the cause of the whole trouble and that it was 
entirely in their power to accomplish a speedy remedy if their purblind mean- 
ness was not too deeply rooted. | 

‘From among the thousand cases of willful neglect to serve the people prop- | 
erly the committee might take the condition of the Kansas City and Pueblo run 
on the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé with which to illustrate their report. 
This run received at Kansas City on the Ist day of July, 1886, 11,653 pounds of 
mail-matter, to handle which, as well as other pouches taken on en rowtfe, the 
run employed a force of 40men. Onthelst day of August, 1887, the same run 
received at Kansas City 23,000 pounds and the force has been augmented by 8 
new men. In other words, 48 men were expected to handle 23,000 pounds of 
mail, while one year before 40 men had all they could do to properly handle 
11,653 pounds, or an increase of over 100 per cent. in labor and of one-sixth per 
cent. in laborers. And even this smal! addition was not given till the old force 
had struggled with the work till they fainted at the rack. 

** Moreover, the committee would find that as a result of the rapid filling up 
of Kansas, and the States and Territories west of her, that the mail received on 
this run has increased since August 1, 1887, at a greater rate than atany time in 
the past, till now it is absolutely impossible for the present force to extricate 
from the pile of pouches under which they are buried every day. 

R. M. Thomas, superintendent of the railway mail service in the seventh di- 
vision, in a desperate effort to expedite matters, divided thisrun at Dodge City, 
ordering the east end to work Kansas and New Mexico, Arizona and what is 
known as No.3, leaving Colorado and Utah forthe west end. 

‘With four men to a car the eastend is not able, atpresent, four days out of the 
week to get through with Kansas alone, and ali the rest is left forthe westend to 
handle when there is only two men to the ear, making it necessary to throw off 
New Mexico and Colorado at La Junta most of thetime. Very often the east end 
can not work No.3,then the west end has it to do first, so that frequently over 
100 pouches of Colorado mail is left to be worked during a run of 6 miles, a 
greater part of which, of course, is thrown off at Pueblo unopened. A large 
portion of this is daily papers. The transfer clerk does the best he can with it, 
and sometimes gets it started back within forty-eight hours. The committee 
would find that the remedy for the evils on this run was very simple. 

** Let it be restored to its former condition when the men ran through, thus 
saving three or four hours which is now lost in tying out racks and rehanging 
and in receipting for twenty or thirty pouches of registered mail; put four men 
to a crew and two helpers from Kansas City to Newton, making fourteen new 
menin all, and any mail could be handled to the entire satisfaction of the public. 

“Chief Clerk Hunter, at Kansas City, and Superintendent Thomas, at St. 
Louis, know well enough what the trouble is, and have, no doubt, asked for suf- 
ficient force, but it has not and will not be giventhem. These gentlemen also 
know that the old men are being so overworked that they are becoming dis- 
contented, and a large number of them are making arrangements to leave the 
service. New men can not stand it to take their places, so that the situation 
seems to be growing more deplorable every day. 

* If the committee should be of a particularly prying turn of mind it might 
find, hidden away somewhere, a private circular which a certain head of a De- 
partment thought necessary to issue to the postal clerks, instructing them not 
to talk with any one excepting the head of their own department in regard to 
any trouble in the mail service whatsoever, or to ventilate any ‘supposed’ 
grievances on account of overwork or otherwise, to a newspaper man or any 
one else, and that any knowledge of a violation of the order would be followed 
by immediate dismissal from the service. Thus deliberately they write them- 
eoives, egregious asses and complacently wave their ears over that solemn 
truth,” 

Mr. Pius. I alsosend up aslip from the Emporia Daily Republican, which 
I ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘The Soldiers’ Tribune, ot Lyons, Kans., joins the plaint against the ineffi- 
ciency of the present mail service. Says the Tribune: ‘The Emporia Repub- 
lican and Newton Republican frequently come straggling in from the west, tired, 
weary, and as much the worse of the wear as though they had been on a health- 
seeking tour to Colorado or New Mexico.’”’ 

Mr. Pitums. I send up another extract, from the Topeka Daily Capital, which 
I ask may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 














“HOW LONG, O LORD! 


“How long must the people of Kansas endure the present infamous and out- 
rageous mail service ? 

_ Every day complaints come to this office from subseribers of the Capital in 
Kansas, asking if something can not be done to remedy the existing evil. We 
have called attention to this miserable service repeatedly, our Congressmen 
hare acca the complaints of Kansas people to the Democratic House only 
to be ignored and ridiculed. Every effort possible has been made to correct the 
miserable manner in which the mail-matter is handled, and yet no relief comes. 

“Yesterday one of our subscribers at McPherson wrote us that the Capital 
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never reached that place on the day of publication, and that two or three days’ 
mail would be dumped in there at one time. There can be no excuse for this 
delay. The Capital is mailed in the Topeka post-office each morning, and it 
should leave on the 1 o’clock train in the afternoon for McPherson, and reach 
that place by 4 or 5 o’clock. 

“The rotten mail service in Kansas and theentire West is enough to damn the 
present Democratic Administration. It has shown itself wholly incompetent 
to handle this most important Department of the public service, and when the 
time comes there will be a rising up among the outraged people of the West 
against this Administration that will relegate it to a deserved oblivion. 

** Speed that day.” 

Mr. PLums. NowI ask that there be read a letter from the manager of the Kan- 
sas City Journal, which covers a point mentioned in a speech of the Senator 


| from Texas yesterday about the fast mail. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows 
‘Kansas Ciry, Mo., February 1, 1888. 
““DearSir: Thanks for your effortsin behalf ofa public wearied with hopeless 
waiting for an improvement of methods and reform in the administration of 
that Department of the Government which comes into the daily business and 
social life of every intelligent citizen of the West. 

I wish, without lengthening my story, to give a phase which can not be 
charged up to inefficient subordinates. Upon a railroad to Smith Centre, Kans., 
which has been in full operations three months, there is no mail service. Upon 
the authority of a post-office official, I state that on the Chicago, Kansas and 
Nebraska (Rock Island system in Kansas and Nebraska) nothing beyond a 
pouch service is yet in operation, and this not until long after the road had been 
in business. 

“The Chicago, Milw 
ing the Missouri River 


























ukee and Kansas City R road, after long delay in bridg- 
at this place, put on their freight trains last November 
nd passenger trains about the Ist of December. There is no mail service on 
that road yet, and our papers for Excelsior Springs, about 35 miles from here, 
are sent out on a freight train. The opening of such lines must be known 
months before such opening actually transpires, yet no move is made to use 
them as postal routes until afterin operation. Usually three to four months’ time 
elapses then before the Department begins to make an expense,and saves so much 
toenter up as political capital, The service when begun, badly as it jis man- 
aged, is not more disreputable than the beggarly management at headquarters. 
‘Like master like man’ finds its exemplification in the postal service of the 
United States. A ‘barren ideality,’ the fast train upon whose movements 
thirteen roads wait here at Kansas City, detainsthe sending of two-thirds of all 
mail going from this vicinity into Kansas from two to four hours. 

“The local force at Kansas City, andevery city of the Missouri Valley, is seri- 
ously inadequate; to serve a ‘penny wise and pound foolish’ economy. 

* Yours, respectfully, 








“J. A. MANN, 

“Hon. P. B. Piomn, 

“United Slates Senate, Washington, D.C.” 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to put in an extract from 
a letter which I received yesterday while the Senator from Texas was speaking ? 

Mr. Piums. I will. 

Mr. Piatt. [ wish to show that this complaint is not confined to the West. 
Indeed, scarcely a day passes that I do not receive from my constituents writing 
me on other subjects complaints of the inefficiency of the mail service in Con- 
necticut. This letter is from the Henry Bill Publishing Company, of Norwich, 
and I read that portion of it which relates to the mail service; it is dated Feb- 
ruary 11, 1888: 

“* Norwicu, Conn., February 11, 1888. 

‘“*DeaR Sir: We are very much annoyed and troubled by the apparent disor- 
ganization of the whole postal system of this country, caused, as we believe, 
by the removal of experienced postal-route agents and others and putting in- 
efficient men in their places. Our entire mail matter is very much delayed. 
We do not receive letters from any part of the country as quickly by twenty- 
four hours as we used to, and from many parts it is delayed for days. Besides 
this, large numbers of letters that we send out are never received by the parties 
to whom they are sent, and the same with letters sent to us, 

“We are the largest patrons of the post-office in this city, sending out about 
one-ninth of all mail-matter that goes from here, and our business extends over 
the entire country, and has to be transacted almost entirely through the mails, 
and the delays and other things that we have spoken of are very serious losses 
to us. A letter sent to us from Palmer, Mass., a distance of less than 60 miles, 
did not reach us for more than a week after it was sent, and this is a sampie of 
a large number of similar cases that we could mention. But our greatest 
trouble is in so much mail-matter being lost, and we think the trouble is that 
the mail-route agents, being inefficient and not able to do the work thatthe 
thoroughly skilled and eflicient route agents have been doing, are tempted to 
destroy the matter, as they can not distribute it. 

“*T presume it is useless for us to make this complaint, but think it best to let 
you know how we are bothered. 

“Hon. ORVILLE H. Piatt, 

** United States Senate, Washinglon, D. C.” 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“The time has come, in fact it came long ago, for the United States postal au- 
thorities todo something for the Western mail service. Wedo not know whether 
the rank service which we have been receiving isdue to incompetency or lack 
of sufficient help, but one thing we do know, that it is about as weak as 
the people are going to stand by and accept without kicking vigorously. Day 
after day, week in and week out this office has received numerousand repeated 
complaints of failure to receive papers. We have traced the matter down and 
find that it is due to the rotten mail service. We are possessed of ordinary pa- 
tience, but the time has gone by for us longer to remain silent, Yesterday morn- 
ing at 3.30the greatest outrage that has ever been perpetrated upon a daily news- 
paper in Kansas since the State was admitted into the Union was served the 
Gazette by the route agent who worked the mail going weston train No. 203, 
either through ignorance, drunkenness, imbecility, or maliciousness, we know 
not which.” 

To the foregoing I now add an extract from the Memphis Avalanche, a Dem- 
ocratic newspaper. It is headed ** The Cause of the Trouble: ” 

“There can be no doubt that Senator PLums had a partisan object in asking 
for an investigation of the mail service of the West and South, which was de- 
claredtobe inefficient. But it isto be regretted that it did not pass. The service 
is not what it should be. There can be no doubt of the truth of that proposition. 
Complaints are numerous and well-grounded, but the cause is not that ascribed 
by Mr. Caacer, who claimed it was due to the fact that 90 per cent. of the cm- 
ployés had been dismissed. Uponinvestigation it will be found thatthe trouble 
does not come from the ninety Democrats recently put in office, but from the 
ten Republicans who are allowed to remain.” 

I shall not make any remarks about the comparison between the strength and 
virtue and so on of ten Republicans as compared with that of ninety Democrats. 

“Every one of them would be glad to see a change, and few of them would 
hesitate, in a quiet and unobtrusive way, to put a spoke in the wheel of the 
Democratic wagon. By ali means let us have an investigation of the affairs of 
the Post-Office Department as administered in the South.” : 

I have also an extract from the St. Joseph Gazette, one of the leading Denio- 
cratic papers in Western Missouri: 

> 






















AUR EER pk hoi 


eps 


SARA Bk 6g tate RPE Ht 


teed s 


IE ts FOR Ra Khe Sea 


jaan. 






















































41888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 9403 
































































































































































































] 
‘ = . ’ 
: “A postal clerk, who is not employed on the Central Brancl . informed an | The Gazette reaches Junction 
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and one of the editors of the Omaha Republican, a Republican journal published 
in Nebraska. I donot think that Mr, Roundsin this presence needs anything in 
the way of indorsement. Every man here knows him from personal association 
with him to have been a truthful, honest man. I read from a letter by him in 
which he complained of the dificulties under which his journal labored along 
with other citizens of thattown. [am told that all the foundation there was for 
that complaint was thatsome young men, three in nuimber, one being discharged 
after another, who were employed by the Omaha Republican Company to at- 


tend to its mailing-list; had neglected to place the address on the wrappers of | 
the newspavers, and they had been thrown inthe waste-basket, and in that way | 


had miscarried, 


it is quite likely that that complaint was made, butthat complaint was made | 
coal-slack or culm shall pay a duty as now. 


on the l6th day of June, 1887. The investigation immediately followed, and the 
report from which the Senator from Texas read is dated the 6th day of July of 
that year, But the letter I called the attention of the Senate to and that I read 
in part was dated the 26th day of November, 1887, and this is the complaint that 
it made 

** Without any disparagement of our present post-office officials’’— 

And so we say here. We do not disparage the competency of the gentlemen 
who are in charge of the Post-Office Department; wedo not attempt to give the 
reason for this abuse, but we enter our protest in this, as we claim, the proper 
place for the entering of such complaints. 

“ Without any disparagement of our present post-office officials, everybody 
knows and complains of the mail service here. Especially is this true as re- 
gards our paper, and, we presume, the others in this city, and we are in constant 
receipt of complaints from subscribers of the non-receipt or irregular and late 
receipt of their papers.” 

And I read a corresponding complaint from Mr. Hitchcock, the editor of the 
Omaha Journal, in which he said, atter speaking of his own difficulties: 

‘** What is true of the newspapers is true of bankers, wholesale merchants, and 
others having heavy mails. The service is abominable, but the postmaster is 


not to blame. He and his force are upto their ears in mail-bags, overwhelmed | 


with work, and crowded into inadequate quarters.” 


AN O”VF LETTER—THE SHAMEFUL MANNER IN WHICH BUSINESS IS TRANSACTED | 


AT OUR POST-OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF THE H. P. Hunsparp Company, 
New Haven, Conn., October 10, 1888. 


Frrenpd BEeNn.: September 19th we wrote an important letter tothe Providence, 
R. 1., Dispatch, a new Republican daily; not getting any reply,we wrote again 
on the 24th. Patiently we waited until October 2, when, entirely out of pa- 
tience, we telegraphed them for an answer, collect, thinking it was their fault. 
They answered, saying that they had not received cither letter. Wethen wrote 
on the 5th, repeating our former Jetter, and, to make reasonably sure of their 
receiving it. we paid yo: 10 cents and registered it. Your receipt is dated the 
4th (evidently an error), and yet, allowing this one day, how is it that it should 
take four days for the letter to be delivered to them? We hold the return reg- 
istry card signed by them on the 9th. Omitting Sunday for rest, the highly in- 
telligent reformer, to whom, in the line of your duty, you intrusted this regis- 
tered letter, must have walked over, makingan average of 38 milesa day. Has 
he returned yet, and is he tired? 

I have not as much objection to the victors enjoying the spoils (while they 


can), butasa pure matter of business doscriously object to this sort of employés. | 


The Department should appoint competent men, or else not discharge those 
who are faithful, 

With great regret at the disorganized condition of the service, as evidenced 
by frequent blunders and delays, 

lam yours, truly, 
H. P. HUBBARD. 

BenJAMIN R. ENGuisu, Postmaster. 

I have received from a friend in Pasadena, Cal., a letter from which 
I read the following extract, the letter written to this party having 
been sent to Pasadena and returned reinclosed to them. I quote: 


I regret very much that it [the letter] should have been so long in reaching | 
me and should have made a fruitless trip across the continent and back. It is | 
entirely due to our bad post-office here. About the time that letter came the | 


state of our mail could hardly have been worse,and I think it really is a very 
serious drawback to living here. Only those people who had lock-boxes were 
sure to get anything, avd they even missed letters and scarcely received any 
papers. The papers were just neglected and set about the post-office in sacks, 
and any one who wished or had the opportunity helped themselves to them. 
We have had a lock-box all the time, but a registered letter with the full address 
and box number on it lay in the office nearly a month before we received it I 
am to'd it was even worse at San Diego, where the postmaster deliberately had 
several loads of unassorted mails carted off and dumped into the bay, because, 
he said, there was no time to sort it 


These are only samples of a few of the cumplaints that have come 
from the newspapers and individuals all overthe country. 1 might fill 
the REcoRP with them. At first the people complained, then they be- 


came angry, and at last the thing has become a standing jest, and the | 


people use the United States mail as thestandard of comparison for s!ow- 
ness, inefficiency, and uncertainty. 
HOPES FOR THE FUTURE. 

The record for the past thirty-five years proves that the hope for the 
highest measure of prosperity for the postal service lies in the success 
of the Republican party. The first important reduction of letter post- 
age in this country was made less than fifty years ago, during the term 
for which General William Henry Harrison was elected President. At 
that time the postage on an ounce letter from New York to Pittsburgh 
was $1. In 1888 the Republican Presidential candidate, General Ben- 
jamin Harrison, is pledged by the platform upon which he was nomi- 
nated to an effort to secure the carriage of an ounce letter anywhere 
within the wide extent of the country at a charge of 1 cent. 

Such is the wonderful transformation of the postal service within two 
generations, and such the record of the two parties in the manage- 
ment of this great Department. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. President 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the Senator from Florida to give wav for afew 
moments until I can put a question to the Senator from Iowa, who re- 
ported the bill. 


Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
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people on the North Pacific coast in regard to the provisions of the Sen- 
ate substitute as to the tariffon coal. I should like toask the Senator 
from Iowa if the substitute puts coal upon the free-list in any form, 


| and what the provisions of the substitute are in regard to coal ? 


Mr. ALLISON. I have had several inquiries in the same direction. 
**Coal-slack or culm of coal’’ is put by the substitute upon the free- 
list; but that is one of the mistakes of the measure, and really it should 
have been corrected before it was reported. However, it is the inten- 
tion of the committee, at least of the majority of the committee, that 


Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator explain what the article is that he 
now mentions? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is refuse coal which passes through, I believe, a 
half-inch screen, by regulation of the Treasury Department ; but it is 


| difficult to distinguish between coal and coal-slack. The committee 


propose to put all coal upon the dutiable-list at the rate now provided 


| by law—75 cents a ton for coal, and slack at 30 cents a ton, asnow. I 


will say to the Senator that is one of the amendments the committee 
will propose when the bill is taken up by paragraph for amendment. 
{Mr. CALL withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have taken the floor upon the 
pending bill known as the tariff bill, and have brought my notes and 
documents here with the intention of making what is commonly called 
a speech, perhaps of an hour and a half; but I shall frankly confess, 
Mr. President, that I have not the courage. My heart fails me, and 
partly because my heart is in another place. I am to speak in Con- 





| necticut to-morrow night, and I think I belong there. 
I am very glad this Senate tariff bill has been reported. I think it 
| in the main a very good bill; perhaps the best firstdraught that was ever 
| submitted to Congress. Itis the result of diligent, I may say intense, 
labor for some months on the part of the Republicans of the Senate 
Finance Committee. It is the result of a search for information from 
all the sources they could think of best qualified to inform them. It 
is built upon a definite principle in the maintenance of the old doc- 
trine of protection, which, excepting at intervals, broken at times for 
a short period by acts that resembled a free-trade tariff, has been the 
| doctrine of the country; and also the doctrine of all the large civil- 
ized nations of the world with one single exception, and that excep- 
tion is a country which can not possibly afford to adopt such a tariff. 
It is absolutely out of the power of Great Britain to make the protect- 
| ive tariff that we contemplate, because we have (what Great Britain 
has not) within our limits, somewhere between the Atlantic and the 
| Pacific, the northern lakes and the southern gulf, nearly every possi- 
ble element that is needed for the support, the progress, and the glory 
| of the nation; everything in the mines, everything in the field, every 





| textile fabric. All these things are laid before us, and the possession 
| of these wonderful resources of this great variety of climate—this very 

possession of itself intimates a command from the Divinity that we 
| should improve it and build up a great people here. 

Our duty is at home asa nation, notin any narrow, contracted, illib- 
eral, or unchristian spirit; but in a great and broad sense our duty 
is at home. No such task was ever laid upon a race of people or upon 
2 continent as is placed upon us here. ? 

Why, sir, we hear a demand that we shall seek a foreign market and 
not limit ourselves to the confinesof our ownland. Gentlemen forget 
that the marvelous growth of this country is such as to tax all itsown 
| marvelous powers. Seek a foreign market, sir! We shall bring into 
| this country in this decade by the natural increase and by immigration 
| a body of people equal in numbers to the whole of Spain. Sixteen or 
| seventeen millions of people are coming here, being born here, to grow 
up here and have homes. ‘Their houses are to be built, their furniture 
is to be built, the iron ware is to be furnished, their farming imple- 
nents, their fences are to be put down, their churches and their schoo!- 
| houses are to be built, and their clothing is to be made, and all this is 
| to be done for sixteen new millions of people between 1880 and 1890, 
and in the next decade it will be done for 18,000,000 of people. We 
need not be disturbed about foreign markets, neither need we be seek- 
| ing for work to be done outside. We shall find foreign markets and 
| work, but we have a great work at home. 
| Weare reproached for the lack of a foreign commerce. We built in 
' the year 1887, if Mr. Poor, an established authority, is to be accepted, 
12,000 miles of railway. Our book of statistics says it costs $65,000 a 
mile to build and thoroughly equip a railroad. If that be true, andif 
it be true that Mulhall is right in saying that steam-ships cost from 
£16 to £24 per ton, then, accepting the highest of these figures, we 
find that the railways built in 1887 in the United States cost twice as 
much as all the steam-ship tonnage of Great Britain, and we have in 
one year a means of commerce that more than doubles the three mill- 
ions tonnage of steam-ships which is the boast of that nation and the 
admiration of the free-trader. 

That is where the resources of this nation go, where the savings and 
the earnings of this people go, to building up the nation. If by any 
legisi..tion of ours we can erect such barriers, such dikes, such break- 
waters as to protect our people, in all this grand transformation, from 





Mr. DOLPH. I learn that there is an anxiety among some of the | sudden inroads from without, from unjust and unwise competitions, it 
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upon us to leave our well-pai 


an overcrowded market dumped in upon us 
industries. We are under no obligation to 


fj 


is an obvious duty to do it. There is no Christian duty to-day resting 
1 labor here open to the rush of illi 
ble quantities of goods fro 
to the derangement of ou 
do that. 
It isa misfortune, if you please, of many other nations that their 


people are ill-paid and ill-fed and ill-clothed; that they are not as pro- 
ductive, man for man, asours. It isthe inheritance from previous bad 
government. No matter from what fa.lt or what reason, there are the 
‘ 


facts. It is moreover a fact that you can not scale down the wages of 
the American to the wages of the European by any legal process or by 
any effort that man can put forward, because this nation, on this con- 
tinent of illimitable resources, has great demands for labor, and 
have for generations. There is a greater demand here than any\ i 
else, and the rewards of labor will continue higher than elsewhere. 
But yet a breaking down of our industries by legislation, by a reversa 
of the old legislation, would cause, undoubtedly, a lowering of th 
wages, while it could not bring them to the figure where they could 


' successfully compete in foreign markets fora great many of the mann 


factures of the world. 

We are nearer an honest and honorable trial of this it question 

‘ rer ‘fore The inryw ie re v rT sant iwa dave fran 2 the 
than ever before rhe jury is ready ['wenty-five day ym the 
question will be decided. The issue is free trade against protection, 
not frankly even now as I wish it to be made, yet I have in my eyeat 
this very moment, in this Chamber, men who do not disguise it. | 
free-trader in the United States understands perfectly on which side « 
this contest he belongs. The Free Trade League at its last annual meet 


I 
1 
i 











ing, in its resolutions, set forth almost precisely, indeed prec e 
course that has been pursued in the preparation of the Mills bill 

It is their programme for the advancement of the cat it that wu 
should undertake now directly to apply to ourselves the t f which 
Great Britain has, but that we should sap and undermine by beginning 
for example, with what some of them call raw materials, disregarding 
the fact that what is raw material to one man is the finished p 
another, and that we shall begin also by an assault upon weak spots he 
and there that we may break and divide the for of protection. For 


example, by making salt and wool free—making wool free in an 
deavor to divide the manufacturing forces of New England, New York 
and Pennsylvania. 

So the issue is truly made. The question is whet we shall begin 
@ course of entire economic reconstruction of the United States and pa 
through years of disturbance and readjustment. If the tree-traders 
shall have their own sweet will by the possession of the executive and both 
branches of the legislative department, it is not to be supposed that they 
will begin with the British tariff. Indeed they would soon throw them- 
selves out of power by that. Mongredien, oneof the ablest writers in 
behalfof free trade, laysdown the policy for a nation in our circumstances, 
if it is to undertake this economic revolution. He advises that it be- 
cin as the Mills bill begins and asthe Free-Trade League advised, with 
one thing or a few things at a time, hoping that a change in that way 
might not be violent and permitting men released from one industry to 
easily turn themselves with their capital to another. 

But, sir, as I said, I do not intend to enter fully into this argument. 
Iam going where the jury is. ‘The bill has been presented; its pur- 
poses and general character have been set forth by the authors ot it 
Those who desire to speak here upon it can do so, but the people are not 
looking this way nor caring much what we say or do now. Noone 
supposes that the bill can be discussed item by item, as it must be and | 
as its friends wish to have it discussed before the final vote is taken. 
That work must inevitably go over until December. It is my humble 
judgment that the best service that the Congress of the United States 
can do is to go home, and I do not think I am deserting daty by say- 
ing that, for one, I am going. i 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I think the country is to be con- | 
gratulated on the fact that in the pending political contest there is | 
| 
| 
| 
| 








submitted to the people a great political issue which affects all the 
interests of the country, and which calls for the determination by the 
people themselves of the true principles which should govern in the 
levying and collecting of taxes for the support of the Government. 

On the one side it is proposed by the theory of the Senate Finance 
Committee’s bill to levy a tax upon the people of this country for the 
protection of domestic industries, and making the collection of revenue 
an incident and not the principal object of its collection. On the other 
side the proposition is that we shall levy and collect taxes for the sup- 
port of the Government as provided for in the Constitution, allowing 
such protection as is incident to the collection of revenues for the sup- | 
port of the Government. 

I am not prepared to say that if separately submitted I would vote 
for all the items in the tariff bill which was sent us from the House of 
Representatives, nor am I prepared to say that if separately submitted 
I would vote against all the items in the substitute bill of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate. But I do most earnestly approve the theory 
of the House bill which proposes to reduce the burdens of taxation on 
the people, and to reduce the surplus of revenue in the Treasury by re- 
ducing the rates of taxation on the necessaries of life. And Iam as 
earnestly opposed to the theory of the Senate bill which proposes to re- | 
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that it may ¢ n this place? I perceive that the majority of the Committee | 
on Ways and Means which made up that bill is composed of Democrats from 
Confederate States in the proportion of six Democrats from Confederate States 
to two from Northern States 

Mr. R AN. If the Senator from New York will allow me, I desire to inquire 
in which class he puts the States of Maryland, West Virginia, Kentucky, and 

\ His IT will say in reference to that that these products are largely in 
th ort t o of those State rhe comparison I speak of her 
h er,i ween the Confederate States and t! } ~ 

M i A ri ‘ t 1, will em t ates of Mar iW t 
Vir i, I 1 | iri 

; 4 Y« > 

A linr rence r ~ 3 prope his 

rt t view oft x i quot , sone 
i At Mr ( the } Vu 4 of L@€xas OU tals ist. 

T) ar 
HK ! i $448,418 
c a ‘ A Wage ™~ } 
Lumber, pla i i 4 600 
Ia A cia dnncsis dun vcnertetevecedes tocccmentinanntetiniios 2, 673, 449 
Oil tton- d, and cake... pepesses sovessese ececccccces osevcccevese 276, 450 
Sash, doors, and blinds penbonaiensaennetiete aneane seosmebercioe 416, 500 
F« idry and machine-shop products............ 582, 778 
Tin-ware, copper-ware, and sheet-iron ware 491, 420 





Of the preducts of those industries I have indicated * Texas contr ibut ed $5,597,- 
415 in value only. 
Something has been said in respect to the constitution of the committee that 


reported the House bil Texas was most prominently represented there, and 
the share she has had in the formulation of the bill it is unnecessary for me to 
refer to. 


Chis statement is made by the honorable Senator to show that as the 
eleven States to which he refers, and which he designates as compris- 
ing the late Southern Confederacy, manufacture so little as compared 
with the other twenty-seven States that they ought not to have a po- 
tential voice in the enactment of laws regulating the duties on imports. 
It will be observed that the Senator excludes the States of Maryland, 
West Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri from the list of Southern 
States, and adds their manufactures to those of the Northern States, 
doubtless for the purpose of showing the greatest possible disparity be- 
tween the manufactured products of the Northern and Southern States. 

These figures, sounfavorable to the Southern States, he tells us, were 
taken from the census of 1880, and he adds, ‘‘ Doubtless there has been 
some increase since, but there has been little or no change in respect 
to the location or percentage of product in the respective States, I am 
assured,”’ 

fo show that the Senator is not as well informed on this subject as 
he usually is, I present a statement showing the increase of popula- 
tion, the aggregate and the per capita increase of wealth, the increase 
in railroad mileage, in the number of manufi vcturing establishments, 
in the capital invested in them, in the number of employés in them, 
in the value of their products, in the value of mineral products, in the 


value of farm products, in the number of schools, the number of chil- | 


dren who attend them, and in the expenditures for public schools 
in the Southern States between the years 1880 and 1888. 


. : 
Items. 1888, 1889, Per cent. of 
| | | increase, 





PEABO. cceccve sec csscorwen evenveonnwutll | 14, 639, 714 29.4 
Gross wealth......... | $2, 164, 792.7 795 49.8 
Wealth per capita | $148, 142 15.6 
Railroad mileage...... 17, 808 100.0 
Number of manufacturing ‘estab- | 

Se UEIOR.. ... . rtanscrnpnasteandbiiabiails i 59, 185 | 34, 563 


MII i: cen ichchinarintnstsmetnetsbiasicniuabeania $126,597,000 | $179,366, 230 
Numbe PT NG ascaSiicicicntecaccod / 440, 253 215, 245 
Value of products... $555, 058, 108 $315, 924, 794 


Value of mineral produc “SRS 32, 600 | $3, 347,445 





Total value of farm products.. $611, 697,048 
ee ata 45, 031 
Children in attendance pantebpwans 1, 832, 620 
Expenditures for public schools $6, 415, 706 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will it interrupt the Se1 nator from Texas if I ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the authority of the table he 
submits. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state the authority. Iam indebted to the 
Washington Post of September 16 for this table, as copied from the 
New Orleans Times-Democrat. And the Post accompanies it with the 
statement that— 

It is certain that in no other portion of the world has such a record been made 
in the past eight years as these figures contain. 

I will state to the Senator that while I have not the papers before 
me, yet from having seen publications in the Manufacturers’ Record 
ef Baltimore, the table evidently came from that paper. It makes a 
specialty of collecting these statistics. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ had a double purpose in asking the Senator the 
question: In the first p! ace, to find out the authority for an elaborate 
statement like that, which, if it could be made off-hand, would cer- 

tainly save the country mauy million dollars in the collection of the 

census; and, second, whether he undertook to say, or was meant to be 
understood as saying, that the South had increased more rapidly in 
manufactures from 1880 to 1888 than the North. 


| crease in the v 
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Mr. REAGAN. I have no doubt it has, 

Mr. ALDRICH. In manufactures? 

Mr. REAGAN. Proportionately it has increased more rapidly. 1 
mean the percentage of increase has been much greater in the South 
than in the North, in my opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the Senator’s idea in ma 
is not to show that the South has suffered from a pri 








r the statement 


ve system ? 





Mr. REAGAN. That is not my object. T ‘he Senator may give that 
construction for his purposes if he ct but I made the statement 
to show that that increase has occurred in spite of a protective and 


oppressive tariff. 

From the table I have presented it is seen that in that time the in- 
crease of population in these States has been 29.4 per ce nt. , the increase 
of aggregate wealth 49.8 per cent., the increase of wealth per capita 
15.6 per cent., the increase of railroad mileage 100 per cent., the in- 
crease in the number of manufacturing establishmenis 71.4 per cent 
the increase of capital invested in manufacturing establishments 143.5 
per cent., the increase of hands employed in them 112.8 per cent., t! 
increase in the value of manufactured products 85.4 per cent., the in 
alue of mineral products 760.6 per cent., the increase of 
farm products 29.7 per cent., the increase in the numberof schools 37. 5 
per cent., the increase of attendance in schools 36.7 per cent., and the 
increase of expenditure for public schoo!s 85.2 per cent. 

I desire, also, to present two tables copied from the Fort Worth Ga 
zette of October 8, 1888, which were confessedly taken from the Manu- 
facturers’ Record. I desire to say in reference to that publication that 





| it makes a specialty of obtaining information as accurately as it can as 





- the progress of manufactures in the Southern States, and I apprehend 
hat it is reasonably accurate in its presentation of these statistics and 
a ts. 


he following table illustrat he increasing diversity of the new enterprises 
We give the following comparison, showing the number organized during the 


first nine months s of e ach of the last three years: 











First nine months of— 
} 
Enterprises. |— 





















1888. | 1887. 1886. 
[ron furnace COMPANIES......... sccccccccossccsocesces a 1D 26 8 
Machine-shops and foundries...............ccccorsssessnecerereeses 101 80 o 
Agricultural implement facto:  chitinitaiahiticbsiniantntinth vanquainl 12 17 8 
Flour-mills....... | 114 98 q 
Cotton-mills..... | 59 59 9 
Furniture factories... 55 41 } 
Gas-works........... a 23 | 29 | ] 
Water-works.. : \ = 73 65 | 21 
Carriage and w yagon factories = 53 32 12 
Electric-light companies.... - 122 53 2 
Mining and quarrying enterprises... niente 361 4i4 114 
Lumber mills, including saw and planin g “mills, sash | 
and door factories, stave factories, etc............ hiatal 626 512 3 
ee I ia inciitinten ccocneneesesecenenenn } 46 76 
Canning factories. | 211 60 | l 
Stove foundries... | 4 3 5 
Brick-works | 128 idl 4 
Miscellaneous iron-works, rolling- “mills, pipe w orks, ete. 28 56 16 
I nrc cite densirecnecncnsas sviectedanestenehetnpebsocaceaeies 35 33 11 
Cotton-seed oil mills......... 23 | 15 } 
Miscellaneous enterprises ‘not included in 1 foregoing... 853 | 754 322 
ye ecibconsense sacessdanediaiiaanseneinteiiatieieainteapetilimaaiasheis 2, 942 2, 5S4 1,175 








Here is an increase in the first nine months of this year of 358 new enterprises 
compared with the same time in 1887, and of 1,767 compared with the same tim 
in 1886. 

Summing up the amount of capital and capital stock represented by our list 
of new enterprises and the enlargement of old plants for the first nine month 
of 1888 we have 

FIRST NINE MONTHS OF 1888. 
AIBAMAA, . ..coccreesesrcceccnsveccconsccesonccssensesbesetsoceses ccvecerve 
Arkansas .. 
Florida .. 


$19, 939, G00 
6, 900, 000 
2. 946, Ot 












Georgia.. 9, 388, 60 
Kentucky 22. 101, OO 
Louisiana.. 5, 259, #0 














Maryland.... a . 
Mississippi.................. ; 1 591, OHO 
North Carolina............<..e0s+ 5, 254, 000 
South Carolina.. 3, 850, 000 
Tennessee panseusemeanans 8, 66 », OO ) 
IIL, shccctcauionesveninetadgiualicaseursesar’ os sopteyenwcnth-cicneahucden eibtesiapeesrbeneninnanaipiees 

Virginia wal 

West Virginia 


Bing adingasigemnpntelenit dasinheebs<bpeeedieeesesedunpnsteenans cbedsanetenasemeeaagncenapenende 121, 415 5, OH 


I know that it is the habit of gentlemen who rely upon sectional 
prejudices, and whose interest and disposition it seems to be to disparage 
the South, to try in every way to discredit the progress of that country. 
They need but look at the extent of territory there, the character o! 
that territory, its resources, both agricultural and mineral, its water 
power, its ge enial climate, and that energy which has enabled its citi 
zens to do what they have after utter prostration and poverty, to see 
that in a few more years the people of the South intend to command 
the respect of even the fanatics of New England. 

When it is remembered that at the close of the war between the 
States, twenty-three years ago, those States were desolated by a most 
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the first cotton-producing State in the U1 


, ¢ } 


eighth of all the cattle in 
State in the Union 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Texas 
question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOLPH. Did I unde and the Senatoz 
the largest sheep-producing St I 

Mr. REAGAN. I will say to the Senator fi 
the census was taken in 1880 California and QO] 
re ; ; : 












three years ago ca id passed thei ie I 
than either of them 
. DOLPH How many is Texas 
REAGA Something over mil 
DOLPH. Ca rhnia has o ‘1 
1i0n 
Mr. REAGAN. The Senator hasd »Lless 
time to time, tables of this } ip ng Texas 
tates as a sheep-raising State. exas |} 
pta except illinois l is eaany ce 
duction of corn am a 1 farms of t 
000,000; and beside has in mon ind 
fund of any State in the Union or of any gover 
If the Senator had chosen to inquire h uid } 
cattle furnish a very large amount of the bee 
people of New York. And if he had chosen to 
. York they « ild have t l tha 
by t receipts ol tie lar Dar 





quarter bales of cotto 1, sent there from Texas, 
000,000, and that Texas merchants buy probal 
ible to tell him they have more respect for th 
he South than he manifests. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLI 
into the speech of the Senator from New York 
I have quoted, that the majority ofthe Committ 





annually of merchandise in New York. And they wi 


which made up the House tariff bill, is composed 


from the Confederate States—I am glad the S« 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] was not here to reprimand 
using the term ‘‘ 


proceeds as follows: 


Confederate States’’—the 
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2,383,848 in value 


ing the financial or the econo: olicies of the Governn 


is accepted by the country 

A Representative o 
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furnished some lumber, some cotton goods, and the agg 


tion to the volume which I have given is valued at § 








West Virginia speaks through this same bil] rhe 
inquired whether she was represented in the list to 
tior She is to the extent of having contributed 
good 
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cotton goods, and with her cotton manufactures the : 
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their own empluyés and operatives just as they do from all others who | but reduces that a thousand million as the amount which would he 


are required to pay this monstrous tax on the necessaries of life. 

Another fallacy presented, at least inferentially, by the speech of the 
Senator, is that the people of the States where but little manufacturing 
is done are not entitled to an equal influence in the determination of 
the tariff question with those of States where more manufacturing is 
This assertion, it is fair to presume, is made on the principle 
that the citizen who meets a highwayman has not as much interest in 
his money and watch as the robber has. But this monstrous doctrine 
is in full harmony with the essential principles and action of the pro- 
tectionists, who maintain in effect that the more the masses of the peo- 
ple are taxed for the benefit of the few the richer they are, and that a 
tax unnecessarily collected, as is now done under existing law, of $600, - 
000,000 a year off of the people at large for the benefit of the barons of 
protection, is a public blessing, resulting from the blessed beneficence of 
a protective tariff. 

And this accords with the Republican policy as demonstrated in 
their acts of legislation and practices of exempting capital from its share 
of the burden of supporting the Government, and of levying upon agri- 
culture and labor the tribute which is building up a class of million- 
aires and increasing the hosts of tramps and paupers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. | Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island ap- 
peals to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from Texas to say 
that we are collecting $600,000,0U0 for the benefit of manufacturers in 
addition to the amount which is paid at the custom-houses? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will give the Senator the exact figures, so that 
there can not be any mistake. I do affirm substantially what the Sen- 
ator supposes, and I will show him the process by which I reach that 
conclusion, so that he may at his leisure make any criticism he may see 
proper, and see whether he can overthrow my position or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Texas will permit me, I will 
state my reasons for asking the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator to say that $600,000,000 
are added annually to the price of the domestic manufactured products 
of this country by the operation of the tariff. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, I did not say that. 
that about it. ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator’s statement? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I can turn at once to the state- 
ment that I made on the 16th of August, but I there show the amount 


aone, 


I said much worse than 


of imports for the year ending the 30th of June last, the portion of 


those imports which are taxed, the portions which are not taxed, with 
the average rate of duty upon the taxed imports. I will read a few 
paragraphs from my remarks on a former occasion, which will answer 
the question: 

The value of our imports for the year which ended June 30,1888, was $723,- 
873,630. Of this sum the taxed imports amounted to $479,805,362; the remainder, 
$244,068,268, being imported free of duty. The average rate of duty on the taxed 
imports was 47.10 per cent. and yields a gross revenue of $225,988,225. Now, let 
us see what it costs the consumers of the countr9, the farmers, laborers, artisans, 
professional men, and others, to obtain this $225,988,225 of gross revenue. The 
value of manufactured products‘in the United States for the year 1880, as shown 
by the census, was $5,369,579,191. It is fair to assume that when we tax imports 
$47.10 on the $100 worth of imported goods this enables the makers of domestic 
products of the same kinds to add 47.10 per cent. on the dollar to the price of 
their fabrics, and still to undersell importers by the amount of the cost of trans- 
portation from foreign countries to this. This may not be strictly accurate, but 
it is near enough correct to illustrate the view I am presenting. 

A tax of 47.10 per cent. on the amount of our domestic manufactures of 1880 
(and they are considerably more now) would yield $2,527,071,798 of revenue. 
But let us deduct $2,000,000,000 from the $5,369,579,191 as the assumed proportion 
our free-list bears to the taxed imports and we still have $3,369,579,191 of domes- 
tic fabries of the kinds of our taxed imports. A tax of $47.10 on the $1 0 of this 
sum would show that to obtain $225,988,225 of gross revenue for the support of 
the Government from imports we are taxed $1,587,071,798, which does not gointo 
the Treasury, but is transferred by law from the consumers to the manufact- 
urers of these goods. 

But this sum should be reduced by the amount of a reasonable average tax, 
say 30 percent. A tax of 30 per cent. on $3.396,579,191 would yield $1,010,873,757 
of revenue, Deduct this sum from $1,587,071,798 and still the consumers of our 
domestic manufacturers would be unnecessarily taxed the sum of $576,198,044 a 
year. This is the sum annually transferred, according to this calculation, from 
the consumers to the manufacturers of these fabrics. 


That is the answer I make to the Senator, with this additional state- 
ment, that I have placed it at $576,000,000. Most other statisticians— 
most statisticians, I should say, for I do not claim to be one—place it 
at at least $600,000,000. I have placed it at the lowest estimate of any 
one I have ever seen make the calculation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in asking the question was to get, if I 
could, some accurate statement from a representative Senator upon the 
other side of the Chamber as to the cost of the protective system to the 
people of this country. I understand the Senator from Texas to state 
it variously at $600,000,000, $1,600,000,000, and $1,800,000,000 per 
annum. He stated in the first speech from which he read, but which 
he asked the Reporter to omit as he thought he was reading from the 
later speech, that the amount would exceed $1,800,000,000 annually, 
being 47 per cent. upon four thousand million dollars’ worth of manu- 
factured products. In the next statement he makes it $1,600,000, 000, 


Does the Senator from Texas yield? | 


added by what he considers a moderate revenue tax. 

My purpose in asking the question was this: If $600,000,000 was 
correct, that is only 10 per cent. of the value of our manufactured 
products instead of 47 per cent. If $1,800,000,000, which was the 
Senator’s first statement, is correct, thé people of this country under a 
protective system havebeen obliged to pay the manufacturers for twenty- 
seven years $1,800,000,000 a year. ‘They have thus paid $48, 600,000,- 
000 since 1861, or $5,000,000,000 more than the whole wealth of all 
the people of the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN, Ido not know that I precisely understand the Sen- 
ator’s suggestion. The first estimate I made without making the de- 
duction. 1 took $1,578,000,000 as the amount, and then deducted 30 
per cent. upon the proportion of taxed imports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why’should we raise a thousand million by taxa- 
tion, then? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not say that; I say we transfer. I say thatin 
raising $225,000,000 for the Government we transfer, according to this 
calculation, $1,587,000,000 to the manufacturers, which does not go 
into the Treasury, and after deducting from this sum $1,010,873,757 as 
the amount of a tax of 30 per cent. on the $3,369,379,191 of manufact- 
ured fabrics, there would still be $576,198,044 unnecessarily transferred 
by law from the consumers to the manufacturers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let me seeif I understand theSenator. DoI now 
understand him to say that if we had a revenue duty with an average 
of 20 per cent. we should then put into the pockets of the manufact- 
urers of the country a thousand million dollars? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; that is not my position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is it then? 

Mr. REAGAN. If we impose the tax upon three billion three hun- 
dred and odd million a year of the $5,300,000,000, we throw off two 
billion for the purpose of meeting the average of what would be the 
free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
for? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator, I expect, will have to look at the fig- 
ures asIgivethem. A taxof30 per cent. on $3,396,000,000 would yield 
$1,010,000,000 of revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator mean to say that if we had 
an average ad valorem tariff of 30 per cent. it would result in putting 
a thousand million dollars into the pockets of the manfacturers ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; it would simply result in saving to the peo- 
ple $576,198,044 of their own money that is now transferred from 
them to the manufacturers by law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As thisis a matter ofsome importance and has been 
long a contested question, and we seem now to be on the point of ar- 
riving at some accurate settlement of the subject, I pursue the inquiry 
with perhaps what may seem a little pertinacity. I understand the 
Senator to say that under our existing tariff we do pay either $1,600,- 
000,000 or $1,800,000,000, according as you assume the basis for com- 
putation. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not say that. The Senator will see when he 
reads my speech that I do not say anything like it. I say we obtaina 
revenue of $225,000,000, and to obtain that amount we levy a tax upon 
the people and transfer from them to the manufacturers $1,587,071,798 
that do not go into the Treasury; but we simply transfer it from one 
class of people to another, without consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One thousand million dollars? 

Mr. REAGAN. One billion one hundred and eighty-seven million 
seventy thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight dollars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator please repeat the basis on which 
he places his deduction of $1,600,000,000 or $1,800,000, 000, as the case 
may be? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask the Senator to read my remarks. My 
statement was clear. He will certainly understand it, and I do not 
care to repeat over and over the statements I have made. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to put a ques- 
tion to him? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator to say that for every dollar 
of a tariff tax there goes into the pocket of the manufacturer an equiv- 
alent if his manufacture is a protected article? 

Mr. REAGAN. I assume that. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator does; and he thinks there goes 
into the pockets of the manufacturers about $500,000,000 in that way, 
after making allowance for what ought to be imposed as a necessary 
and proper tariff tax, an average tariff tax. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, that is the assumption I made. 

Mr. HOAR. If there goes into their pockets in addition to that a 
similar sum for the necessary tariff tax (whether the tax is necessary 
to the Government would not of course matter here in considering how 
much you transfer tothe manufacturer), then the Senator would make 
out a sum equal to about one thousand eight hundred million dollars, 
if I understand him correctly. 

Mr. REAGAN. About one billion five hundred and eightv-seven 
million seventy-one thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight dollars. 


When it isa thousand millions, what isit deducted 
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Mr. HOAR rhe « stion I want to put is this: ine! 


capital of this country round numbers is three thousand 1 } 
or three billion dolk So g¢ to tl Sena 
there is transferred from the pockets of the people a sum ¢ 
if it be $500,000,000, to 16% per cent., or if it | tho ud 1 
doliars and a littl r, equivalent to 33}; per « t r en 
manufacturing capital, saying nothing of thetr « 

i proper pro ts. Can the Senator ex} t 

&) the high tariti ol 1862 an iso on, the man yr ca ta 
this country h been getting in addition to LW prope 
legitimate profit, a plunder from the people equivalent in one point ot 
view to 334 per cent. and in another to 165 percent. of th entire cap 
ital, the Government bonds all this time can be purchased and a 
greedily purchased at a rate which pays about 2.17 per cent Will tl 
Senator explain that extraordinary fact? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I comprehend juestion 


which the Senator puts to m¢ 
Mr. HOAR. Iwill repeat it 
urers of this country, in addition to all lawful, 


profits, get in the way of plunder a sum of certainly $500,000,000, as 


The Senator says that the manufact 


prope and reasonable 


he says, taking the sum which the Government ought reasonably and 
properly to have received of cou That would create an increased 
profit to manufacturers, whether the Government tax is proper or not, 
equal in one case to tive hundred millions, and in t other equal to 
one thousand millions; that is, in one case 16% pe ! and in th 


other 334 per cent. of the entire manufacturing capital of the country. 

I wish to know how it is that if since 1550 property inves ed in manu- 
factures has been getting in this country asa regularand ordinary thing 
from 16% to 334 per cent. on the capital, at the same time Governmen 
bonds will realize in the market only a sum whicl 
chasers about 2.17 per cent. interest? That seems extraor 1 

Mr. REAGAN. I think my proposition is a little misunderstood by 
the Senator. The only proposition which I made was that according 
to the basis of calculation which I made $576,000,000 more was collected 
under the present Jaw than was necessary to be coll 
of 30 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. And that goes into the manufacturers’ pockets? 

Mr. REAGAN. I say that it is a transfer of that sum from the con 
sumer to the manufacturer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I trespass upon the patience of the Senator 
for one moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If undera revenue tariff of 30 per cent. $1,000,- 
000,000, according to the Senator’s theory, would be added to the price 
of our domestic products, that would increase the cost of the manufact 
ured products annually to this extent for the benefit of the manufact 
urers. If that is true, and if a revenue tariff would do this, I do not 
see any difference between a revenue tariff and a protective tariff as a 
system of robbery. It is only a question of degree. ‘The legitimate, 
logical result must be that the Senator himself and every Senator who 
believes with him should be in favor of absolute free trade and th 
abolition of all custom-houses. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know that I know what the Senator means 
by free trade. If he means a revenue tariff as contradistinguished 
from a protective tariff, then I want to be set down as a free-trader. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In this particular case I meant the abolition of the 
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Does the Senator from Texas yield? 
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custom-houses and of customs revenue absolutely; because if it would 
y | 


cost a thousand million dollars with a revenue tariff of 30 per cent. 
and cost a certain other amount if the duty were protective, I cer- 
tainly should be in favor of a protective tariff; but I can not see how 
the Senator can be in favor of a revenue tariff if that is robbery to the 
extent of $1,000,000,000 to the people of this country. 


Mr. REAGAN. The Senator has no choice in that. To talk about 


doing away with custom-houses is to talk about a thing that comes into | 


nobody’s mind,as there is universal assent to the collection of revenues 
necessary to support the Government by duties on imports. If the 
Senator means that, I suppose he wili not find a free-trader in the 
United States, at least not one in a thousand certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I used the term “free trade’’ in a very narrow 
and technical sense. Every country from the beginning of civilization 
to the present time has collected some part of its revenue from cus- 
toms, and there is no such thing actually as free trade in that sense. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam glad at any time to yield to any explanation 
or question of a Senator, but I should like to proceed now and close 
my remarks. I am very sure that I will never convince the Senator 
that it is not right to tax the farmers of Texas one-half the value ot 
their purchases for the benefit of the manufacturers of Rhode Island. 
I could not convince him of that until I could convince him that he 
ought not to want more money than belongs to his people. He may 
convince me, because I do not profess to be an adept in things of this 
kind as he is. 

HOME MARKETS. 

The Republicans assume that a protective tariff is justified because 

it furnishes a home market for agricultural products; and to sustain 
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One of the results of the excessive investment in 1s 
that the s can not be run 1 full e, and laborers are often 
thrown out of employment by shutting down tl establishments, 
ind they and their families are made great sufferers becaus lutted 
markets re I s 1 ianufact f 

It is urges las an ar rument 1 lave of pr tect i that it has been the 
cause of a great increase ot t wealth of the country That each new 
manufacturing establishment is an addition t e wealth of the coun- 
try is certainly true ist as it is true that « 1 new farm or workshop 
or office is an addition to the general sum of property It i so t 
that the diversification of employments tends to increase wea!t In 
these senses the claim that manu iures incre vealth is justly made. 
But the general assumption that the great increase of wealth in this 
country is due wholly or mainly to its manufacturing interests is not 
warranted, though certainly they have contributed the fair propor 
tion to it Che increase of wealth in tl country is due to many 
causes, such as 
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not increased their wealth, and it is pretty certain a majority of 
| have grown poorer during the last ten or twenty years 
Such a question as that of the revision of the tariff, which affects 
every business interest and vocation in th try, ought to be dis- 
| cussed with candor and fairness So much of interest is involved and 
| so many people are interested in it, and s 1 intelligence has been 
| and will be brought to bear on it, that sophistr nd deceit and misrep- 
resentation must all at give way to it And the mere advo- 
| cates of special inter: will to yield to the matured and honest 


judgment based on facts, which will sooner or later settle this great 
question in accordance with the best interests of the whole people. 

I was led into this reflection in considering the monstrous fallacy 
which Republican politicians generally are trying to get the American 
people to believe, and in which they have to some extent succeeded, 
that a high tariff secures high wages for labor. 

That the manufacturing capitalists and their agents have threatened 


this view they refer to the much larger amount of farm products which | and do threaten their operatives with a reduction of wages if the tariff 
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shouid be reduced. in order to control their votes, is no doubt true; and | markets, and to make millionaires of a limited number of men and cor- 


that many of the poor workmen are made to believe their wages are to 
be reduced on account of tariff reduction is no doubt equally true. This 
is not the convincing of their judgments by facts and reason, but is 
plainly trandulent intimidation and coercion. 

it can not truthfully be said that the rate of wages depends on the 
rate of tariff duties. If this were so, and a given rate of duties on im- 
ports would secure to the manufacturer a net profit of 10 per cent. 
and which enable him to pay his operatives $1 a day, and the law should 
change the rates of duties so as to enable him to realize a net income 
of 30 per cent., he should pay them $3 per day. No such thing ever 
happened or ever will happen. The employer will pay his operatives 
the sum which the labor market requires him to pay. No more and 
no jess, whatever the duties on imports may be. If there are more 
laborers seeking employment than are required by the factories, their 
wages will be low, whether the duties on imports be high or low. If 
the amount of labor is not sufficient to supply the demands of the fac- 
tories the price of labor will be higher and the rates of duties will not 
in either event affect the wages of labor. All men know this to be 
incontrovertibly true. 

If times are dull, wages will be lower. If times are prosperous, 
wages will be higher, without reference to the rates of duty on imports. 
If money is scarce, wages will be lower; if plentiful, they will be higher, 
and the tariff will not in either case affect them. Wages, like every 
other marketable commodity, are to a greater or less extent governed 
by the law of supply and demand. The every-day experience and ob- 
servation of the operatives in the manufacturing establishments demon- 
strates to them the fact that the employers demand their services at the 


lowest terms they can be had for without reference to the tariff. Of | 


late years they often strike for higher wages, or to prevent the reduc- 


| 
| 





tion of their wages, and in many cases it has happened that their em- | 
ployers, who have so much love for them and so much care for their | 


interest just now when their votes are needed, have turned them adrift 
and employed cheaper labor, imported under contract from the oppressed 
and starving populations of Europe. 

It must require a great deal ot cheek in protectionists to argue that 
the rates of the wages of labor depend on the rates of tariff duties, 
and surely none but the most stupid!y ignorant will believe them. 


The idea that manulacturers are so greatly interested in the increase | 


of the wages of their operatives, which would of necessity reduce their 
own profits, must cause a broad and knowing smile on the face of each 
of them when he looks into the face of another, and no doubt some- 
times leaves them in doubt as to whether their political or hired advo- 
cates are sincere fools or hypocritical cheats. 

Much stress is laid on the necessity of protection to manufactures 
which will enable our manufacturers to compete with those of European 
countries. While the wages of labor are as a rule lower there than 
here, there are other circumstances which go far towards equalizing the 
conditions of manufacturers in the two countries. In the first place, 
we have unlimited raw material for most manufactures without the ex- 
pense of importation, while the cost of transportation, commissions, 
etc., of foreign-made goods 3,000 miles across the ocean, and the cost 
of exchange, give our manufacturers a decided advantage over them, 
and especially so in all heavy or bulky articles. 

Besides this, Senator EVARTS, when Secretary of State in 1879, in an 
official report as Secretary of State, and Hon. James G. Blaine, in 1881, 
in an official report as Secretary of State, basing their statements on the 
reports of our foreign consuls, tell us that American laborers work more 
hours than those of Europe, are more efficient, and produce a larger 
amount of commodities for a given amount of wages than the laborers 
of Europe. And they assume that this, with our advantages in the 
possession of raw material, goes far towards equalizing, if it does not 
equalize, the condition for manufacturing in the two countries. And 
these two distinguished men were then speaking as Americans and not 
as partisans desiring to control the result of an election. 

Il ought to have mentioned here (which I believe some gentleman 
has referred to) that if high tariff makes high wages, it becomes neces- 
sary to explain how it is that in Russia, in Austria, in Germany, and 
in France, with high tariffs, labor is so much lower than it is in what 
is called ‘‘ free-trade England,’’ a country with lower duties. 

All things considered, it is safe to assume that such a moderate tarifi 
as will insure sufficient revenue to carry on the Government, pay pen- 
sions, meet the interest on the public debt, and gradually extinguish 
its principal, would place our manufacturers at advantage over those 
of Europe. 

The pretense that the advocates of a high tariff are advocating an 
American and that the advocates of a revenue tariff are advocating an 
English policy is an insult to revenue reformers and an outrage upon 
truth and decency. It is the merest clap-trap, based on fraud and de- 
ceit, 

The policy of the Republican party on this question is in harmony 
with its history asa party. It boldly affirms the doctrine of protection 
for the sake of protection, and treats the collection of revenue for the 
support of the Governmentas an incident to the assumed constitutional 
power to protect domestic manufactures, by taxing the people nearly 
one-half the value of the articles they are obliged to buy, and thus im- 
poverishing them, in order to exclude foreign manufactures from our 


pu SS 


porations. 

The policy of that party, from the time it came into power, has been 
to stimulate and foster class interests and monopolies of every kind, and 
to plunder the many for the benefitofthe few. And it has at all times 
been faithful and true to that policy, except when a State and national 
political convention meets, or in speeches, not in action, in a session of 
Congress preceding a Presidential election. 

On those occasions it is profuse in resolutions and speeches in favor of 
the interests of the people, and especially of the laboring people of the 
country. It isthen the greatest friend and special champion of popular 
rights, so far as resolutions and speeches can make it their champion. 
But what measure of policy, what act of Congress, can they point to as 
their work, which is not for class interests and against the interests or 
the people at large, and especially against the interests of workingmen 
and women? And notwithstanding all their late pretensions to in- 
terest in the wellare of the people and of labor, I make the prediction, 
and call their attention to it now, that when the approaching election 
is over they will direct their efforts as usual to the building up of 
class interests and monopolies, and that we will hear no more from 


| them about popular rights and the rights of labor until the coming ot 


another popular election. 

I have on former days of this session pointed out the class legisla- 
tion and monopolies built up and sustained by Republican policy, and 
will not restate them now. 

Their bold advocacy of protection for protection’s sake is in plain, 
palpable violation of the Constitution. But they have never allowed 
this instrument to stand in the way of their policy of centralization, 
of promoting class interests and of plundering the masses of the people 
for the benefit of the few. The Constitution provides that— 

Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, 

And the purposes for which they may be collected are specified, and 
according to the Constitution they can be collected for no other pur- 
pose, are specified in the same clause and in the same sentence of the 
Constitution, and are- 

lo pay the debts and provide for the common defense and genera! welfare of 
the United States. 


The words ‘‘ general welfare of the United States ’’ are held by the 
ablest and best expoundersof the meaning of the Constitution to be not a 
separate grant of power, but rather a limitation upon the specific grants 
of power. If this interpretation of the Constitution is correct, as I 
believe it to be, where are we to find the power to pass laws for the 
protection of domestic manufactures? Certainly notin the power “‘ to 
pay the debts”’ or ‘‘ to provide for the common defense.”’ 

But independently of the question as to the absence of the constitu- 
tional warrant for such legislation, no principle is better settled in the 
State and Federal Constitutions and in the general policy of the coun- 
try than that every citizen shall be protected in the ownership and en- 
joyment of his private property; and that he shall not be deprived of 
it except for public uses, and not then without justcompensation. This 
right, with the necessary exception as to the taxes which must be con- 
tributed for public use, is hedged around and guarded and protected by 
many constitutional provisions, State and Federal. 

A tax for protection is not to pay the debts of the United States, is 
not for the support of the Government, is not for the common defense, 
it is for no purpose for which we can impose a tax; but it is plainly 
and solely a tax to transfer the property of some private citizens to 
other private citizens arbitrarily and without compensation. It is to 
impoverish a part of the people by means of a law of Congress in order 
to enrich another part of the people by the same law. It is unwar- 
ranted, arbitrary, unreasonable, and unjust. It creates monopolies 
on the one side and destitution and oppression on the other. Ani its 
necessary outcome, if persisted in, will be to destroy our present sys- 
tem of Government and build up privileged classes and an aristocracy 
of wealth. 


‘ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6246) for the relief of Samuel Fels; 

A bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. MceQueeny; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 229) to print the Agricultural Report for 
1888. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there are any Senators who are ready to speak 
to-morrow we may as well have a session. If there are none, of course 
I make no objection to adjourning over. 

Mr, DOLPH. I have made inquiry in reference to that matter, and 
I can not find that any Senator is prepared to speak to-morrow on the 
tariff bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr? Pasco in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged report 
from a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows 
The committee of conference of the two Houses on the amendments of the 


Senate to the bill of the House 6514, making appropriation for certain claims 
reported by the accounting ollicers of the Treasury Department, having met 


after full and free conference have agreed to the amendments made by t 1e Se n 
ate, and recommend to their respective Houses the bill as amended 
W. J. STONE, of Kentucky 
JOHN B. PENINGTON 
G. W. CROUSE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
GEO, F. HOAR, 
TAS, K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like a statement as tothe amendments. A 
verbal statement is sufficient. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will make a verbal statement. It is 
the usual 4th of July bill, carrying the appropriation for claims allowed 
by the Quartermaster’s Department, and passed upon by the account- 
ing officersof the Treasury. It passed the House and went to the Sen- 
ate. There it was found that by a mistake in printing a small claim 
had been left out that had been allowed. ‘That was included, and the 
Senate amended the bill by attaching another claim to it of the very 
same character. 

Mr. NELSON. As that is all, I waive the request to have the state- 
ment read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is custom- 
ary to have the statement of the House conferees read. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

These amendments are agreed to by the conferees of the House because the 
claims covered have been exhaustively examined by the Committee on War 
Claims of the House and the Committee on Claims of the Senate, and the rec- 
ommendations of the War Department, the Quartermaster-General, and Com- 
missary-General have been adopted by both said committees, 

As precedents for these amendments to this bill, the House agreed to precisely 
similar amendments in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
report had been agreed to; and also moved to Jay that motion on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Regular order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. HOLMES. I ask leave of absence for Mr. J. R. Brown, of 
Virginia, for ten days, on account of important business. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the leave will 
be granted. 
There was no objection. 
NAVAL RESERVE. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] indulge me in asking the House for the privilege of assigning 
a day during the next session for the consideration of a bill which I re- 
gard as important, and which has the approval of all parties in the coun- 
try. LIask it now as I am going to leave the city. I want to fix De- 
cember 12 next for the consideration of the bill. It is for the organi- 
zation of the naval reserve. I very seldom in any way interfere with 
the business of the House, and never but to promote its regular and 
orderly dispatch. 

Mr. DINGLEY (to Mr. WHITTHORNE). There is no cbjection here. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio with- 


draws the call for the regular order, and I ask that Wednesday, Decem- | 


ber 12, be set apart for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10622) re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, being a bill to organize 
the naval reserve. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the bill? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Itis a bill to organize the naval reserve. It 
has been reported unanimously by the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
has general approval. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is very serious objéction to having twenty 
or thirty men fixing the order of business here for the next session. I 
have no objection to the bill of the gentleman from Tennessee, but I 
have uniformly objected to that proceeding, and I would occupy an in- 
consistent position if I were to treat the gentleman from Tennessee in 
ay way different from the manner in which I have treated other gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will my friend let me claim age and other 
personal reasons? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. Does anybody else want that kind of privilege ? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Nobody else wants to make a similar request. 
I have been impressed as far as any man could be by the gentleman’s 


| courtesy and by his urbanity and by every impulse he has exhibited 
for the dispatch of business, 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you talking to me? Is all that for me? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. For the House and for you. 
j Mr. KILGORE. If there be no other objection, I will be willing, but 
| aS a general proposition I am opposed to days being set for bills in ad- 
| vance, 

Mr. DUNN. Before consent is given I desire to know if the gentle- 
| man excepts from his order bills to raise revenue? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes. 

Mr. OATES. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WHITTHORNE] asks to fix a day, December 12, fur the consideration of 
the bill for the organization of the naval reserve. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the bill? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. A bill for the organization of the naval re- 
serve. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
will withdraw the demand for the regular order until I can obtain con- 
sent for the passage of a resolution to print the agricultural report for 
this year, and the report of the Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor, 
which have not been printed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw the demand for the regular 
order for that purpose. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is simply to make the usual order for the 
printing of these documents. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 


Substitute for House joint resolution 203, a joint resolution providing for print- 
ing the first and second annual reports of the Commissioner of Labor. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 copies each, in cloth binding, of the first and second annual reports 
of the Commissioner of Labor. 

The substitute was adopted, and the resolution as amended was or- 
dered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the original resolution lie on the 
table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1888. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inowask consideration of the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 229) to print the Agricultural Report for 1888. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee having considered the resolution to print the Agricultural Re- 
port for 1888, direct me to report the saine back with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The previous question was ordered on the passage of the resolution, 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT FOR 1887. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I now ask consideration of the resolution to 
| print 9,000 copies of the report of the Director of the Mint for 1887. 
| ‘The report (by Mr. RicHARDSON) was read, as follows: 
| ‘The committee have considered the resolution and direct me to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. ‘The esti- 
mated cost of the printing is $2,454, taking the report of 1886 as a basis. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS FOR SALE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 3162) pro- 
viding for the printing of Government publications upon private orders. 
The title of the bill was read. 
The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 


The committee have considered Senate bill 3162, providing for printing of 
Government publications upon private orders, and direct me to report the same 
with the recommendation tliat it do pass. There are two sections in the bill. 
The first only changes the title of the person formerly known as Congressional 
Printer so as to make it conform to the existing law, wherein he is called Pub- 
lie Printer, and providing that when Congress is not in session the books may 
be published under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, which is also to 
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* make the provision agree with the existing law. The new legislation in e Mr. RICHARDSON + 
a bill is in section 2, which provides that at any time after books ord t “ a ; 
3 have en printed the Public Printer may have printed f nt st pws y 3 ‘ 
3 ' in the Government Printing Office said books ordocu ts for a1 I 
is des th ame wi! ever the number desired will just put \I ‘ ~ 
; to pre the same to be paid for at the estimated cost the : 2 : 
t ther » be pa vance Phe sect yn also provides t) I ‘ty 
i ] rt to Congress ofa such sa t 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, from the 1 t1 MCHA 
V much question the policy of this bill. 1 ’ i 
‘ iw is [ nough in its provisions | : 
cone att ernment Printing Oi f | ' ( 
that law any person who chooses can order any 
" é publication is going through the press ym \ 
ind 10 per cent. in addition, and that is quite as ‘ 
it never was the intentio l Gov 
fice, to permit any pri don ( } 
3 that, as the employcs of ! 
3 and paid for out of the Government Treasury, the lone s | 1 in t l t ot t iw t 
: be for the benefit of the people generally and not fo vidual 1 printed, and thus | :abled to supply the dema 
+ for one, I have always deprecate 1 the policy of pe m l ite ol iers given & e I ) i ror t ( i 
ties to have any printing done there. ] e through members of Cong 
I think it is unfair to American printers and pul rs who have to 1 t would bea gre ccommodation to t public to 
large investments in plantsof theirown, whoemploy printers and book- | enable them to get books of that character in t Way Ido not know 
binders and pay them good wages, that the Government should en that the Government Printing Office d wo! cheaper than the 
into competition with them. ‘The policy is entirely wrong. and v prin ;and publishers of the country, but t the pul "N d 
7 I suppose there have been reasons for permitting it to a certain extent be < ymmodated by a law like this in cases h as that which I have 
I certainly do not think it ought to go any further. There appears to | § rested. However, I shall not oppose the | at thistime. Itisa 
be no necessity for passinga bill of this kind, and until we have a good, | Senate bill; it did not originate in our committee, and I am_ perfectly 
thorough investigation of the whole subject I think no such bill ough W ng to let it lie over, if the gentleman from New York [ Mr. FA 
to pass. If there were an opportunity to curtail theamount of printing QUHAB] desires, 
that is done at the Government Printing Office I should be one of the Mr. FARQUHAR. Ide 
first members on this floor to favor such a reform. As I have alread fr. RICHARDSON I will withdraw t vill and let i » upon 
said, I think sufficient latitude is allowed by the present law which | the Calenda 
permits parties to get as many copies as they waht of any Government ‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be referred to the Committee 
publication upon paying 10 per cent. over the cost, : nd giving their | of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
orders while the work is going on, so that the Government shall not be ‘ 
put to the extra cost of keeping forms or any other expenses of that — a , ae 
kind. I certainly am not willing to go beyond that, and I think the Mr. RICHARDSON. I have only one other bill to presen 


better plan is to lay this bill over for the present. our committee. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
] 2802) to fix the number of unbound 
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I have madeastatement. This isa Senate bill which I understand has | to provide for their distribution [ask that thi be now put « 

been passed by the Senate unanimously. The bill as it comes to us | 1S passage. 

makes only this change in the existing Jaw. At present any private The bill was read, as follow 

party who desires extra copies of a Government publication by paying Be it enacted, « That th ull be printed of the Journals of the S« 

10 per cent. above the cost to the Public Printer can have extra copies | 1,055 copies, and of the Journals of the House of Representatives 1,174 

of such publication, provided he gives his order pending the printing | ,,; See eee a "To t a aden ot Gen = - eee eae 
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cent. in addition. The only difference between this bill and the pres- | 0f,#e House of Representatives (f ners 
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printed, instead of requiring the order to be given before going to press. of the Senate there shall be printed 30 « pies, whic! st tas fol- 
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demn. Let me illustrate the objection to it. ‘Take for instance the | ;esentatives. 5 copies: to the Public Printer, 4 copies t 
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: expense of printing the work and making his plates and all the other Sec. 2. That all laws in conflict with this ure | r 
expenses incident to such an enterprise. I tell you, gentlemen, the| ‘The report of the committee was read, as follov 
very first opportunity that occurs I shall, as a printer and as a Rep-| ,, ; aie” oe ; 
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United States from entering into competition with private firmsin the pars. Thecommittee herewith submit the report n oe 
printing business. That policy has gone too far already. Originally | /755, UPOD this one oy ie a ew ng the reasons 
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A bill (S. 3612) donating condemned cannon and small-arms to Naval 
Post No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsy}l- 
Vania; 

A bill (S. 3621) for the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Jus- 





» Morrison R. Waite the balance of a year’s salary; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 113) concerning the conference to be held in 
Washington December next to consider the best means of preventing 
t] troduction of yellow fever and other epidemic diseases into this 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order having been de- 
manded, the first business in order is the call of committees for reports, 
Mr. LANHAM. I desire to submit a motion to dispense with that 
call, and will, as preliminary thereto, ask unanimous consent that gen- 


| tlemen having reports to present may {file them in the usual manner 


c ics j 

Senate House. 

Office of the Secretary of the Senate (for Senators)......... 78 | 738 | 
Senate library avevecenes coveccncenscesensubogenpeee ss eese 36 3 
Senate document-roomi.,........+ 25 25 
Sen . enveecheee ooce osee 43 i 
Hou pent-room (for members 337 | i 
Department of State cevecccesococesoce ces LQ it 
Department of the Interior (for States).. : 435 435 
Clerk of the House (for governors of States)...... niiidaiidenne sell imedinhie 123 
Library of Congress (for foreign exchange)........ 52 2 
Court of Claims ccovedsuboussonsocessesvescouents 2 2 
Library of the House of Representatives......................00 7 15 
rotal 1,025 1,124 


rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the t ible. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALFRED PLEASANTON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). Ona former day of 
the session the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER], the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], and the gentleman from Iowa 
| Mr. GEAR] were appointed conferees on the part of the House upon 
the hill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and retire Al- 
fred Pleasanton with the rank and grade of colonel. Since that time 
the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Iowa have left the 


Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ]. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

4 message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (H. R. 7547) granting the right of way to the Yankton and 
Missouri River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Dakota. 

Tke message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall; 


A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize | 


the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River in the Chectaw Nation near Fort Smith, Ark. ;’’ 

\ bill (H. R. 11152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris; and 





A bill (H. R. 11581) making an appropriation for the enforcement of | 


the Chinese exclusion act. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, House 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry 
and a major-general of volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments House bills of the following titles, requested a conference with 
the House on said bills and amendments, and had appointed as con- 
ferees on said bills respectively Mr. Vest, Mr. Sawyer, and Mr. CuL- 
LOM: 

\ bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholasville, 
Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company; and 
A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3348) for the relief of George K. Otis; 
A bill (H. R. 3351) for the relief of Samuel Hein; 





with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
be made. 

There was no objection. 


If there be no objection, that order will 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’ 
desk: 
PUBLIC DOCUMENTS ON PRIVATE ORDERS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 


, 


| favorably the bill (S. 3103) providing for the printing of Government 


publications on private orders; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

I. T. HOUZE. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11571) granting a pension.to IL. T. Houze; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

E. C. PASCHAL. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11566) granting a pension to E. C. Paschal; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 


city. The Chair therefore appoints in their stead the gentleman from | the bill (H. R. 4521) for the relief of the Selma and Meridian Railroad 


Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JULIA A. NUTT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11580) for the relief of Julia A. 
Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 


| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ALLEGED CORRUPTION IN REFERENCE TO LIBRARY BUILDING, 
Mr. RICE. I desire to call up a privileged report—the report of the 
special committee appointed to inquire whether any member of the 


| House of Representatives has by improper means sought to influenc: 


the action of the architect of the new Library building. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The special committee appointed in pursuance ofa resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 4th of September, instant,which directed said committce 
to inquire inte and report to the House whether any member of the House, act- 
ing for himself or in concert and combination with others, has sought by per- 
suasion, intimidation, or other corrupt and improper means to influence or con- 
trol the action of Mr. J. L. Smithmeyer, the architect of the new Library build- 
ing, in the selection, acceptance, or approval of interior or improper materials 
to be used in the construction of said building; and the further resolution of thi: 
House of Representatives of September 17, directing the said committee to in 
quire into and report to the House whether any member of the House, actin;: 
for himself or others, or in connection with any person acting for or in the i: 
terest of others, and with the knowledge of any member, or acting for or wit! 
the knowledge and in the interest of any company, person, or individual with 
whom any member of the House is interested or associated in any business, <i- 
rectly or indirectly, has sought by persuasion, intimidation, or any undue or 
improper influence to direct or control or influence the action of Mr. J. L. Smiih- 
meyer, the architect of said building, in the selection or acceptance, or in pro- 
curing to be selected or accepted, material to be used in said building, or in the 
management, control, or construction of said building, beg leave to report that 
they have had the same under consideration ; that charges were placed before 
the committee against Hon. WILLIAM G, STAHLNECKER, a member of the House 
of Representatives; that counsel in support of the charges and in opposition 
thereto appeared before the committee and were heard in conducting the inves- 
tigation; that the sworn testimony of witnesses was taken, and the same is 
herewith submitted to the House, together with the charges above mentioned, 

The testimony is very full, and the examination was given considerable lati- 
tude, greater, perhaps, than the matter at issue would strictly warrant in qup- 
port of the charges. 
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great hardship on gentlemen whose r I nr é 
we ould not now complete the call. Ido not see any: on wh 
should not go into Committee of the Whole in order to do s 
LANHAM. I fully appreciate what the gentleman from M 
sissippi has stated, and if the matter were left to me I would pr i 


usualmanner. But thestatements to which I h 





ing been m nd I take it having been made in earnest, it w« 
seem unnecessary to consume the time of the House if there can be no 
business done, 
The present motion, however, does not interfere with that question. 
ir, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thatdoes not interfere with the order 
fi evening? 
LANHAM. Notatall. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
+h 





tion of the gentleman from Texas, that when the House ad 
lay it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I now desire t 
terrupt the gentleman from Texas for a moment. What the gentlen 





from Mississippi has stated is true, and it bears hard upon those of us 
whose names are lower down on the list. Our names have been nearly 
reached—those whose names begin with ‘‘O”’ [laughter]; we have been 
here for several Fridays waiting to be reached, and I have a little bill 
here which is of importance to one of my constituents, and I would 
like very much to have an opportunity of considering it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, with a view to fixing the responsi- 
bility where it may properly rest, I will submit the motion that the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private | 
e 


Calendar. 
motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
Mr. RoGers in the cl 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous consent that 
we may adopt the same order of procedure observed on last Friday 
that is to say, that the names of membeis be called alphabetically, be- 
ginning wi 





’ 








' 


sre we left off on the last call of the roll, and as each mem- 
ber’s name is reached that he may have the privilege of calling up one 
bill, the same right of objection by five members being permitted as has 
heretofore been adopted. t 












Mr. DUNN. I presume that means to take up the unfinished busi- 
ness, if that is adopted. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ofcourse that would have to come up first. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Isit understood that if a member calls up 





bill when his name is reached and objection is made, he may 


the right to take up another? 
Mr. LANHAM. That would bea change in the order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isadvised that the Nicaragua bill was 
before the committee at its last session and is the unfinished business. 
Mr. LANHAM. I renew my request now, Mr. Chairman, that we 
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Francis A. Stout, Horace L. Hotchkiss, Edward F. Beale, Hiram Hitchcock, C. 


A.8. Crowninshield, A.G. Menocal, Charles H. Stebbins, T. Harrison Garrett, 
Jules Aldige, kh. A. Lancaster, Alfred E. Mills, Gustav FE. Kissell, Horace Fair- 
banks, George H. Robinson, Alfred B. Darling, Joseph E. McDonald, James 
Roosevelt, Christian Devries, Frederick F. Thompson, Henry A. Parr, and such 
other persons as may be associated with them and their successors are hereby 


constituted and created a body corporate and politicin deed and in law, by the | 


name, style, 
the const ruc 
the Atlant 

Republic of Nicaragua or through Nicaragua and in part through the territory 
of the Republic of Costa Rica with such collateral, connecting, or cross canals 


and title of *‘The Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ for 
tion, equipment, management, and operation of a ship-canal from 


as have 
that republic to the Nicaragua Canal Association, through Mr. A.G. Menocal, its 


repres 


24th days of April, A. D. 1587, and such powersasthe Kepublic of Costa Rica may 
confer of the same kind as those named in said concession; and the said Mari- 
time Carnal Company of Nicaragua by that name shall have perpetual succession ; 
may sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend and be defended in all 
courts of law and equity within the United States; may make and havea com- 


mon seal; and shall have and possess the rights, powers, and privileges usually | 
lt may receive, purchase, hold, and convey | 


possessed by similar companies. 
such real and personal estate, property, and rights of property, or concessionary 
rights as may be necessary to carry into effect the purposes of this act (may 
issue stock to the amount of the value thereof in payment therefor, and the 
stock so issued shall be declared and taken to be full-paid stock and not liable 
to any further calls or assessments); may do all lawful things to secure the full 
enjoyment of the powers, privileges, rights, benefits, and grants contained in 
any canal concession so made by the Republic of Nicaragua or to be made by 
the Republic of Costa Rica, as aforesaid; and to aid in the construction of said 
canal and to carry out the purposes of this act, the said Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua is hereby authorized to issue its bonds, and to secure the 
same by mortgage onits property and rights of property of all kinds and de- 
scriptions, real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise to be a corporation. 
The principal office of said corporation shall be in the city of New York, andall 
legal process may be served upon the person who may at the time be in charge 
of said office or upon the attorney of said company, whose name and address 
shall be certified by the president of the company, and such certificate shall be 
filed in the office of the Secretary of State of the United States, 

Sec, 2, That the capital stock of said company shall consist of not less than 
one million shares of $100 each, with the right to increase the capital stock to 
two miltion shares of $100 each, upon the vote of two-thirds of the stock of said 
company at any time outstanding, which shares shall in all respects be deemed 
personal property and shall be transferable in such manner as the by-laws of 
said corporation may provide. Five incorporators, who shall be chosen by a 
majority of the number from those named in this act, shall have power to open 
books of subscription to the capital stock of said company in the city of New 
York, and at such other places in the United States, Nicaragua, or elsewhere, as 
they may designate, who shall receive all subscriptions for stock; and no stock 


shall be transferable except upon the books of the company provided for that | 


purpose. The said incorporators shall give thirty days’ notice of the time and 
place of the opening of said books, by publication in one daily newspaper in 
New York City,and one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua,and one in San 


public. Sixty days’ previous notice shall be given of the payment required of 
the time and place of payment by publication in one daily newspaper in the 
city of New York and in one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua, and one in 
San José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in part in the territory of that 


cash, according to the regulations to be made therefor in the by-laws of said 
company. The directors hereinafter provided for may adopt regulations and 
by-laws not inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 


Sec, 3. That the affairs of said company shall be managed by a board of di- | 


rectors, fifteen in number, who shall hold their office for three years and until 
their succeasors are duly chosen and qualified, and a majority of whom shall be 
citizens and residents of the United States. Atthe first election five shall be 
chosen by the stockholders for one year, five for two years, and five for three 
years, and at each annual election thereafter five shall be chosen by the stock- 
holders for three years. The said board shall elect from its number a president, 


who shall be a citizen and resident of the United States, and one or more vice- | 
presidents of the company, who shall hold office for such terms as the by-laws | . ‘ , , 
| of this bill to section 1, commencing on line 41, to the words ‘‘ may 


| issue stock to the amount of the value thereof in payment therefor, 


of said board may provide and until their successors are duly elected and shall 
have qualified, 
Sec. 4, Thatfor the management and disposition of the stock. property, estate, 


and effects of the said company the board of directors may make such by-laws, | 


rules, and regulations as may conform to the authority granted in such canal 
concession or concessions, and not be inconsistent with this act or the laws of 
the United States or the existing treaty stipulations of the United States with 


part in the territory of that Republic; and may fix the time for election of di- 
rectors, and in case of vacancy in said board, caused by death, resignation, or 
otherwise, may fill the same. 
holder, and any one ceasing to be a stockholder shall cease to be a director. 
All meetings of stockholders shall be held at the office of the company in the 
city of New York, and at least one such meeting shall be held in each year; 
but failure to elect directors on the day appointed by said by-laws shall not be 
deemed to dissolve said company, but such election may be holden on any day 
appointed thereafter by the directors first giving thirty days’ notice thereof, in 
manner aforesaid. The directors, of whom eight, including the president, shall 
be a quorum, shall have full power touching the election or appointment of all 
officers of the company, and said officers shall hold office at the will and pleas- 
ure of said board, 


Sec. 5. Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed to in any | 


wise restrict or impair any right of the United States under any treaty in force 
with the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Src. 6. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act when in its judgment the public good may so require. 


Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I objected to the passage of this bill 
on last Friday because it was private-bill day, when it was understood 
that bills of no great and general importance should be considered, and 
for the further reason that only a few members were present, and I 
believed that a bill of this magnitude should be considered in full 
House. Ialso felt that the bill was too loosely drawn and did not 
have incorporated those safeguards which should be inserted in a bill 
of this kind. The object of this measureis a desirableone, and, in my 
judgment, of very great importance tothe country. I know that there 
is a very general wish on both sides of this Chamber to pass a measure 


to the Pacific Ocean, either entirely through the terrifory of the | a ° . . 

want of time to personally examine the merits of each measure, | 
| depended largely for information to aid my judgment in the discussion 
as may be necessary to connect therewith, and to exercise such other powers | 
been conferred by the Government of Nicaragua by the concession of | 4 . : 
| league [Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa] is not present, who is a member of 
ntative, and dated the 22d day of March, A. D. 1887, and finally approved | 
by the legislative and executive authority of the Republic on the 20th, 23d,and | 
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| at this session of Congress looking to the building of 2 
Ridgley Goodwin, A. C. Cheney, J. F. O'Shaughnessy, H.C. Taylor, J. W. Miller, | o ed the uilding of the contemp! ated 


canal. I shall insist, however, on the adoption of certain amendments, 


| which I deem necessary to protect the public who may have business 


connection with this organization, and if these amendments are adopted 
I shall not object to the consideration and passage of the bill. 

I regret that only two or three members of the committee (Commerce) 
having charge of this bill are present. Owing to the multiplicity of 
questions presented for our consideration, and the utter inability for 
have 
by the committees reporting bills. I especially regret that my col 
the Committee on Commerce, for [ am well satisfied that he would in- 
sist on material amendment of this bill before its passage. 

The history of corporations in this country the past twenty-five years 
is more than sufficient to satisfy any legislator that no charter should 


| be given to any set of men, I care not how high their business stand- 


ing, unless there are careful provisions against stock-jobbing, watering 
of stocks, and putting wortbless and pretended stocks upon the mar- 
ket. The people of this country have suffered so much in this regard 
hat in most of the States, especially the Western States, the Legis- 
latures have insisted, in the granting of charters to corporations, on 
the insertion of the most stringent provisions to guard the interests 
of those who invested in the contemplated enterprises. 

I would call attention to the Iowa, Kansas, and Colorado laws upon 
this subject. It is not of the general order of legislation for Congress 
to charter corporations to do business and own personal and real estate 
on foreign soil. I am aware bills similar to the present one and the 
bill known as the Tehuantepec Ship-Railway bill have been before 
Congress, but while they have passed the Senate-they have not become 
laws. Up to the present time Congress has insisted on inserting all the 
necessary safeguards in the charters, but for some reason they are left 
out of this bill, and about all the reason I have heard given for their 


: absence is because the present incorporators are honest men. This will 


not do in legislation. 
I find this bill provides that the directors may adopt regulations and 
by-laws; but there is no provision for the approval of the stockholders, 


‘no provision in reference to amendment of the same, or any provision 


requiring a notice of meeting of stockholders. 
This bill does not require the making of an annual report by the of- 


| ficers of the company or any penalty for not so doing, or any punish- 


' ment for knowingly making a false report. 
José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in part in the territory of that Re- | 


I find no provision for the payment of certificates for stock issued nor 
to prevent capital stock paid in from being withdrawn or returned to 


: stockholders or diverted from the use intended; nor any penalty for so 


; : | doing. 
Republic; and in case any stockholder shall neglect or refuse to pay, in pursu- | 
ance of such notice, the stock held by him may be sold to the highest bidder for | 


| amount to be paid thereon, nor is any time fixed for commencement of 
| the construction of the canal, nor any time fixed for expiration of cor- 


No statute of limitation is fixed for subscriptions for stock and 


poration by limitation, if work is not commenced by 4 certain time. 
The important and necessary provision absolving the Government 
from all pecuniary liability is left out of this bill; bat heretofore it has 


| always been insisted on being inserted. 


I will now call attention to some amendments which I deem neces- 
sary to perfect this bill, and which I shall offer at the proper time. 
But first I desire to call the attention of the gentleman having charge 


and the stock so issued shall be declared and taken to be full-paid stock 
and not liable to any further calis or sssessments.’’ I would like an 


| explanation of these words when the gentleman comes to explain the 


the Government of Nicaragua or of Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in | bill, for I find, commencing with line 52, that for the purpose of con- 


structing this canal the company is authorized to issue bonds. Is it 


Mie paneee hall tina Gheashon ait de laaakaete: | proposed to pay for construction in both bonds and stock ? 


The first amendment is as follows: 


The directors hereinafter described, with the approval of the majority of the 
stockholders, may adopt regulations and by-laws not inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of thisact. But no amendment to or change in the by-laws shall be 
made except by a majority vote of the stockholders, either personally or by 
proxy, and ata meeting called for the purpose. At least twenty daysdnotice 
of any such meeting shall be published in a newspaper of general circulation 
in the city where the principal office of the company is located. 


Is it not a proper and necessary safeguard to the stockholders that a 
provision should be incorporated to prevent the directors trom chang- 
ing the by-laws except by a majority vote of the stockholders and at a 
meeting called on published notice? 

Second amendment proposed: 


Said company shall annually, within sixty days from the Ist day of January 
of each year, make a report in detail, showing the condition of said company on 
the 3lst day of December and exhibiting the following, namely: First. ‘The 
amount of the capital stock of the company. Second. The property or assets 
held by the company. Third. The liabilities of such company. Fourth. The 
receipts of the company during the preceding year. Fifth. The expenditures 
during the preceding year. Said report shall be under oath and signed by the 
president and at least five directors of said company, and shall be deposited in 
the office of the Secretary of State of the United States. Said company failing 
to make and deposit said report shall be subject to a penalty of $10,000 for’every 
month that said company shall continue thereafter to transact business. 

Third. If said report shall be false in any material representation, all the offi- 
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cers who shall have signed the same, knowing it to be false, shall b tly and Che Clerk read the a u i 
; severally liable for all damages arising therefrom @ { 
6 . K a 12 W ; : a i 
Mr. Speaker, in my judgment no corporation should ever be organ- | s on the »win I ; i. witht approval 
ized by a legislative body unless it requires an annual report to be made | of the majority of the stockh« s vo 
of all its busi affairs and showing its condition in di Cie 30 bo nw torn cial tre anmehe te 
, . . ° . ‘ , . . 7 Ss 5 ait eX \ 1 t *T 
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g Fourth. That no certificates for stock shall be issued t t t 10 pe t twenty days’ notice of a such 1 a of 
. of the same shall be fully paid for in money at the par value of said stock, and | B© "era reu 1 in the y Ww the | 
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Es This is a very important amendment. In the Forty-ninth Congress | to discuss this question if it were desirable to do so Tdor 
4 the substance of this amendment was incorporated by the Senate in the | the House feels that there is necessity for an elal \ 
3 Tehuantepec Ship-Railway bill and alsoin the Maritime Canal Company | all know and feel that we may safely accept a question 
5 charter. I know it is said by eminent authority that the United Stat coming from the distingushed Senator who is understood t 
2 assumes no liability without thisamendment, but wise men differ. The | nized carefully and mainly to have draughted this bill—! 
x chairman of the Judiciary House Committee (very high authority, ia | distinguished Senator from Ver \ 
4 my opinion) thinks a liability is created by the terms of the present | purity, his ability, and his great ski iow his entire 
$ bill. In any event, it isa proper provision to insist upon, andit clearly | from all disposition to make imp d unsafe concessi ) 
¢ defines the status of the United States, rations. This company does not seek aid of the Governn 
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B Capital in aggregated form is seeking all the known recesses of theearth | pany. Many of the points which have raised the appr of my 
for investment, and the business men of America will not permit this | friend from Iowa [Mr. FULLER] have been guarded and protected by 


oe 


| 
| 
great project to fail which promises such a rich return on the invest- | the articles of concession from the Nicaraguan Government t ym- 


2 ment, The progress of civilization the last twenty-five years is almost | pany. They guard against improper squandering and disposit of the 
é beyond comprehension. One of the greatest achievements of modern | stock of the company or the properties which that government grants 
times was the building of the Suez Canal. The proposed enterprise is | to the company; and if there is any apprehension in the mi1 iny 
equally of as great importance. It is a necessity to the age. | gentleman at all that this Govern rent may by o: on ¢ 3 of 
The discovery of Bessemer, invention of the compound (steam-ship) | any kind be involved in any liability, or grant unrestricted ) r to 
engine, telegraph, and telephone have in a great degree annihilated this company, I will be glad for him to show it and to off nd- 
time and space, and the time is fast approaching when no country or | ment that will protect against it, for 1 am as { m d ng to do 
set of men shall have a corner or monopoly in the products and mar- | either of these things as any gentleman of the Hon in 
kets of the world. No country can in this day of progress maintain or I look and I may perhaps be dazzled by the magnificent prospect 
sustain itself with a Chinese wall about it, as has been intimated on | that lies before us, and the grand results which I "f - f i the 
this floor. True progress and development does not depend on iron- | achievement of this great enterprise, the final great master-work in en- 
clad laws and restrictions, but on the virtue, integrity, and industry of | gineering that now remains to make the whole world close neighbors 
the people. I trust this bill will be so amended as to protect the pub- | and to expedite and facilitate the world’s commerce as has never been 
lic, and that this great project will soon reach its consummation. | done before. The construction and opening of this canal will multiply 
In case the foregoing amendments are adopted I shall interpose no | the tonnage not only of this country, but of the whole world, by three 
further objections to the passage of the bill. without the building of another ship. It will more than triple t 1 
I understand that the bill is now before the committee for amend- | capacity of the tonnage of the world. No one can to-d te the 
nents. magnificent results which mankind must reap from its f ent 


The CHAIRMAN. Tt is. : Therefore, if gentlemen have apprehensions, I beg that 1 pre- 
Mr. FULLER. Then I offer the following amendment. | Sent such amendments as will relieve their own mind et us 
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give to this company the small, naked privilege of availing themselves 
of this great con mm, SO as to go on and complete the last great re- 
maining work of commerce and civilization. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, the object of this measure will doubt- 








less meet the approval of every member on the floor of this House, and 
of the entire count: Che only question is whether the bill contains 
proper safeguards tor the protection of the public. One of the greatest 
burdens | ipon labor in this country is thatit has been obliged, and 
is « ed, 1 er th ystem of incorporating transportation companies 
by the several States, to pay tribute largely to fictitious capital, capital 
which ha r been invested at all. Itis provided by the amend- 
ment which has been read that the stockholders of this company sha!l 
be required to pay in 10 per cent. of the capital, and, as I understand 
it, there is nothing requiring them to pay anything beyond that. 
DUNN The gentleman can not suppose that it would be pos- 
sible to complete the work without paying for the stock? 
Mr. RYAN. No; but I do suppose that it would be possible, by 


borrowing the money on bonds secured by mortgage, to complete the 
work without paying in more than 10 per cent. on the stock. I say 
such a thing is possible. Supposing that to be done, then the revenues 
derived from the canal must pay off that indebtedness and the interest 
upon it, after which the surplus would be devoted—to what?. Why, 
to paying dividends upon the stock. Now, the question is whether this 
measure contains provisions to guard against the public being required 
to pay dividends upon capital only 10 per cent. of which has actually 
been paid in. Dividends might be declared upon the dollar of nom- 
inal capital when the capital really invested was only 10 cents. I am 
not familiar with the details of this bill, and I do not know but it 
contains ample provisions to guard against an imposition of that kind 
wpon the products of labor which must be transported through this 
canal. I ask my friend who has charge of the bill whether it does 
contain such a provision? 

Mr. FULLER. I think Ican answer the gentleman, so far as the 
amendment which I have offered is concerned. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, I desire that information. 

Mr. FULLER. The amendment which I propose to offer prescribes, 
first, that 10 per cent. of the capital shall be paid in money; next, that 
the money shall be deposited in the treasury of the company; that the 
stock shal]l not be assignable until the whole of the capital shall be paid 
in, and that no payment on account of the capital of such company 
shall be made except in money. Further, it prohibits the company 
from returning or repaying any part of the money so paid in. There- 
fore, if the amendment is adopted, the money must stay in the treas- 
ury. Then there is a further provision that the company can not issue 
bonds until $5,000,000 have been paid into the treasury. It seems to 
me that the amendment covers very fully the questions raised by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. That was a difficulty I had in my mind in relation to 
this bill. I think that point oughtto be amply guarded; and if it has 
been, and other safeguards are adequate, Iam entirely satisfied with 
the bill and shall gladly support it; but having only heard read the 
amendment of my friend from Iowa [Mr. FULLER], Iam not clear that 
it does not adequately provideagainst watered capital. We all knowthat 
the several States that created our great transportation corporations 
were greatly at fault in not providing such safeguards in their charters. 
The result is, as everybody knows, that the labor of our country is 
taxed heavily to pay dividends on fictitious capital. 

There is scarcely a line of railway in this country that is not repre- 
sented by pretended capital from 25 per cent. to 300 per cent. in excess 
of what it would cost to duplicate the same line of railway. The prod- 
ucts of labor are taxed by some of our great railways to pay dividends 
upon $90,000 per mile, whereas the same line could be duplicated ata 
cost not exceeding $25,000 per mile. We hear a great deal about the 
wrongs committed against labor, and yet this, the greatest of all wrongs, 
is rarely mentioned. It is a system of robbery as wicked asit is insid- 
ious. It is one which is likely sooner or later to be assailed with the 
irresistible fury of a plundered public. It is a wrong of such gigantic 
and far-reaching consequences that there is sure in the near future to 
come from the people an imperative demand for its complete eradication. 

Then shall we sit here and create a corporation to which the com- 
merce of the world must pay tribute without providing adequate safe- 
guards against such a perfidious system? A large share of that com- 
merce, it is true, will be the products of the labor of foreign nations, 
but a goodiy share of it will be the products of American labor. [I in- 
sist that Congress shall never again create a transportation corporation 
with power to carry on such asystem of piracy against the labor of this 
country. Out of abundance of caution I shall therefore offer as an 
amendment to the amendment of my friend from Iowa the following: 

And no dividends shall be declared or paid on the stock authorized by this 


act in excess of 8 per cent, per annum on the amount actually paid to said com- 
pany upon such stock. 


I am as anxious for this measure to pass as anybody. It is one of 
great public importance, But I am not willing to create this corpora- 
tion without such restrictions in the charter as shall adequately protect 
the public. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have examined this bill to 
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some extent, though not very fully, but I am not willing, in dealing 
with such an important measure, to take it simply upon the statement 
that the gentleman who drew it up and advocated it was very able, 
because I have sometimes found it to be the case that the more able 
and astute the gentleman is who frames a measure of this kind, the 
less the Government is protected and the more the corporation i 

benefited. 

I do not want to be understood as saying anything against corpora- 
tions in general or against this particular corporation, but to speak 
briefly of the merits of this bill as it is framed and before the Hou 
No member on this floor is more heartily in favor than I am of the 
scheme for establishing some communication—or as many lines of 
communication as you please—between the two oceans so as to aid tl 
commerce of this country. I concur in all that has been or may | 
said as todhe great commercial advantages of the scheme; and I think 
the Gulf States will probably be the first to realize those great advan- 
tages. 

the gentleman from Arkansas has spoken of the large and liberal con- 
cessions made by Nicaragua. That gentleman is a lawyer well enough 
versed in the law to frame a bill of this sort, or any other, and I regard 
his legal opinion with great respect. But I do not consider the con- 
cessions made by the Nicaraguan Government very large or very liberal, 
though they are large enough in verbiage. In those concessions it is 
provided that the vessels of war of all governments that may be at 
war with the Nicaraguan Government shall be rigorously excluded 
from passage through this canal or entrance to it. As the canal will 
be on the soil of Nicaragua, such a provision is well enough; but it 
does not stop there. There is provision for excluding the vessels of 
any country that may be at war with Nicaragua or any Central Ameri- 
can republic. Taking the family of republics down there, it would be 
a very easy thing for a powerful government to produce a state of war 
between some one of them and the United States Government. A de- 
claration of war by any one of them would stop our vessels. In mat- 
ters of war diplomacy is not alwayggonducted upon the broadest and 
most magnanimous scale. 

A governmentat warsometimes has very great influence over smaller 
governments; and the state of war contemplated by this provision 
might occur by the smallest Central American republic being declared 
in a state of war with the United States Government, and that might 
be done at the instance of some great country which might be at war 
or preparing for war with the United States Government. Who 1s to 
determine what a state of war is? Some of the ablest lawyers in this 
House, when we had under discussion the proposed settlement of the 
French spoliation claims, differed in opinion with reference to the ques- 
tion whether there was or was not atthe period when those claims origi- 
nated a state of war between France and the United States. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] made a very able historical and 
logical argument to show that there was a state of war between these 
two countries, and that, therefore, the Governmentof the United States 
was not liable to pay those claims. Other very able lawyers argued, 
probably as ably and logically, that there was no war. All parties 
will admit that there never was a gun fired between France and the 
United States during all that time, and that no war was ever declared 
by either Government. A war may exist without a declaration of 
war (as it did between the United Statesand Mexico) until fighting had 
been done. But in the case of France and the United States war was 
not declared nor a gun fired; yet gentlemen have insisted—very pow- 
erfully, I think—that a state of war did exist between the two coun- 
tries. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The court decided the other way. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam informed by my friend that the court de- 
cided the other way; but I think the gentleman is mistaken, unless 
he refers to the finding of facts of the Court of Claims in finding the 
facts at the instance of Congress, and the findings of that court can not 
be cited as decisions. 

Now, who is going to say whether war exists or not? Shall our ves- 
sels stand at the mouth of this canal on the one side or the other until 
it is decided by some court whether war exists or not? And what court 
shall decide it, a court of the United States or a court of some of those 
southern republics? Suppose one court decides that there is war, and 
another decides that there is not; then what? What power is then to 
determine whether this rigorous exclusion shall be eniorced, whether 
our vessels shall go through the canal or hover at the two entrances 
and view vessels of other countries pass them? This bill does notcon- 
tain one line in the way of provision by which this Government will 
have any power, authority, or influence to say who shall go through 
that canal. United States vessels might go to the mouth of the canal 
on either ihe Atlantic or the Pacific side, and the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment might say, ‘‘ Your Government is at war with some one of the 
Central American republics,’’ and our vessels would have to wait until 
that question was determined. 

There is no provision by which the Government of the United States 
can exercise any control whatever. It yields power entirely, so far as 
there is a yielding of power, to this company. There is no grant of 
power by the United States Government, I admit, except this act of 
incorporation. ‘This Government has no territorial jurisdiction to 















































































: 





ea 








4 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. QAI9D 






































seen et SS 
oa to gra withhold such jurisdiction except as 1 Mr. ST <DALE. ¢ 
¥ ’ i : in t trine which the people of th 
: er ¢ i\ \ h 18s emt lied as a part ol Lts } c 
& to which a arties ¢ it, that our Government can not allo LikQ UO ri 
% can ( ui to be Du cToss 5 
: ha ltl at least to the « < ‘ Lv ‘ 
: ] ‘ il for the | t< Lihat is ( 
“ | this is a ve 
i : doctrine 5 
3 } { ess c wrter vi A 
: ‘ t acquit in al iorse all V i 
ns, misnamed, of the Nicaraguan gra ery 
if s bi muld p bes d t 1 ated | 
wl would bit this company from s ‘ , 
: ac v of its 8 x ( ‘ I | 
ia 1.or ¢ i or rw 
foreign gov i ihe com yr y 
; = 
Mr. DUNN. All the prohibi 1s which : 
are nec ary will | ul I art ‘ D ( 
! Mr. STOCKDALE. I think the gentleman is renin tha { I é y « r i 1 t 
: j t, to whom does the Nicaraguan ¢ ment make these i I Go t too 
: Not to the United States Government, but to this com t en | t 
z icaragua may buy out the company morrow: Engl , | finished And if we pass t ‘ | skillf 
: ypt, or any other country may buy it out to-morro il n conces ‘ 
; gentlemen want to sell, and I apprehend that gentlemen w 
5 duce a scheme like this would be willing to sell out fora profit, uf th he record of the | 1 Congress in 
get this charter. They are business men, under no obligations to any And who does not know that the ney ( 
: body. ent like t f siné ttl p! 
% The concession of the Nicaraguan Government is to the company | e ist condition to which I object, a 
It is not a treaty. There aretreaties, but I am aking of the con-}| Mr. FARQUHAR. Will t I » int 
" cessions, that they are not in the form of a treaty with the govern- | | tion 3 of the bill he will find that t itre f he 
# ment, but in the form of voluntary concessions to this company for th national control or atior y of the n bers cor 
3 purpose of producing that canal., | of director is fixed, for it provides that it shall « of 
3 Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that a scheme of this magnitude I be- |} tors holding « » for three years, and that a majority of t 
2 lieve can be so hedged about, if gentlemen are anxious to build it, that ir ‘ l i 
the Government of the United States will have some right and some STOCKDALE. Lam aware of tha 
power to interpose its voice if it be undertaken to be established in a Mr. FARQUHAR. And therefore I do not see how we can 
4 manner inimical to the United States either in war or peace, either in } go any further than that, except to ma the whole board of d 
2 commerce or in reference to its prestige upon the high seas. } citizens and residents of the United States. 
3 This canal will be a part of the high seas physically, or in practical} Mr. DUNN. I desire to save the gentleman from Mississippi 
j effect on commerce, if itshall be built. Yet it will be controlled by a | necessary labor on that point. The ge 1 insists that the « 
private corporation, by this charter over, which no government will | pany can sell its stock aud property to another government. 
* have specific control except Nicaragua. Mr. STOCKDALE Lo y other son or corporat 
ae Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me ask the gentleman from Mississippi if | please 
4 the primary condition of things in reference to the proposed coustruc- | Mr. DUNN. But you said that it could sell it to a g 
& tion of the Suez Canal wasin any respect different from what is proposed | that it could sell it to any government. Is that the proposit 
% in reference to this Nicaraguan Maritime Canal Company? Ishould| Mr. STOCKDALE. I will hear 
s like to know whether a governmental guaranty is needed to initiat Mr. DUNN. You will hear metoseeify cal 1 the 
3 or complete the work intended to be built by this Maritime Canal Com- | tion. 
2 pany. Is there any more necessity in this instance that the Govern-| Mr.STOCKDALE. No, sir; Iw he to subm 
% ment of the United States should guaranty this company than there | not to present an argumen 
3 was in the case of the Suez Canal by the French Government? Itsstock Mr. DUNN. Has the gentleman read a1 
x without such guaranty was floated in the money markets of the world Mr. STOCKDALE. I have read all of the con 
& and one of the grandest commercial successes in modern times wasac- | Mr. DUN Article 8 of this concession f raguan ( 
: complished with no governmental guaranty, and with no special pro- | ernment expressly controverts the position that the gentleman assu1 
tection of the kind indicated. | and would prohibit the action that heseemstoapprehend. It 
‘ Now, let me say to my friend from Mississippi—and I do notintend 
& to make a speech—the Nicaraguan Government has gone as far as it similis venititiatites tealies tcc ll 
: can go, and [ can not see why the Government of the United States—— i by t guan Cana As 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I hope, Mr. Chairman, this speech is not to oe es 7 ; 4, 
come out of my time. may make tra! a to a te pa ‘ the otic I 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish, then, the gentleman from Mississippi | public of Nicaragua can not t sfex rights 
would state just what kind of guaranty he deems necessary in this | S°vermment. 
matter. , Does the gentleman understand that there isan a! e pro 
Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman has entirely misunderstood me. | against the sale of the shares or of the property to any oth 
Mr. FARQUHAR rose. | ment or power whatever? ie 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi declines to yield Mr. STOCKDALE. That is a prohibition of ga Og 


further. But the gentleman must see that it i ver to 1 { 





. , ‘ i 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam willing to yield for a question, but not | withstanding the air with which the ger 1 claims to 
for a speech. formation. They can not sell under t essions to a 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to know what guaranty the gentleman | as a government, but will the gentle:wan undertake to 
would have different from that in the case of the Suez Canal ? that they can not sell to the cit of a 
Mr. STOCKDALE. 1 am not discussing this project on.the basis of | poration organized by any government or under the au 
the Suez Canal, and I did not say anything about this Government | government on the face of the earth? It pres to a go 
guarantying this canal, If the Government were to undertake to | ernment itself as a government, bu toa cit ; to t citizen 
guaranty the construction of this Nicaragua Maritime Canal Company, | or cor porations of a governm 
I would myself vote against the bill. Mr. FARQUHAR. Butif they did sell to the citizens of ag 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I do not mean any money guaranty, but I refer | ment they would not have governmental righ They would 1 
toa governmental guaranty as to the protection of the rights of the com- | have such rights as a government. They would have simply the 
pany. | of investment. Ido not see how you can strengthen the mat | 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Let me ask the gentleman from New York how | yond what this bill proposes in that regard. No sale of 





Es long after the construction of the Suez Canal, under the concessions of | can give any power beyond what the concession fr 
* the Egyptian Government, Great Britain had the controlling interest | to this company. . 

a in it? | Mr. STOCKDALE. But that is the very point. 1 
4 Mr. FARQUHAR. The controlling interest is in the hands of the | is to the company and not to the United States Government, and if a 
2 French. | any time the Nicaraguan Government desires to so change her con- 





































9420 


cessions as to allow sales to be made directly to other governments, she 
would only have to get the consent of the corporation and this Govern- 
ment could not interpose an objection. 

Mr. DUNN. Will you meke an amendment that will improve that 
portion of the bill? 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Iam willing todo thatif time beallowed. But 
will the gentleman permit me to proceed now in my own way? Ido 
not think that the floor belongs to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. lam not claiming it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, There seems to be a great deal of impatience 
upon the right because I rise to discuss the question presented by this 
bill, which, on the information that I possess and on the best light that 
I can bring to bear on its construction, isa giving away of the rights of 
the American Republic to that prestige that it should have and has a 
right to claim on the high seas in that direction. 

Tiis is a concession of the Nicaraguan Government to this company, 
and the long reading of the article of concessions ov the part of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, that they can not sell to any government, as a 
response to my argument is simply a begging of the question. They 
can sell to a corporation or to individuals of any government, and that 
was what I meant to say. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand you to concede that the bill might be 
so amended as to preclude the difficulties that you apprehend may 
arise? 

lr. STOCKDALE, I think it might be so amended. 

‘ir. BAYNE. That in other words the power rests in Congress to 
amend it? 

r, STOCK DALE. I believe it does. 

‘tr, BAYNE, Now, has the gentleman read the fifth section of the 
bill ? 

r, STOCKDALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘That ‘‘ Congress shall have at all times power to alter, 
amend or repeal this act’’ 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘‘ When in its judgment the public good may so re- 
quire?”? 

ir, STOCKDALE. Yes; I am coming to that. There never was, 
MM». Chairman, in my judgment, a more miserable catch-penny device 
inserted into any bill that went before an enlightened legislative body 
than that. 

Mr. BAYNE. What? The reservation of the power to alter or 
amend? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What is the power? It is not the power to 
alter or amend only. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh. yes. I have quoted the language. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is the power to repeal as well. I was about 
to add, I claim to understand the English language. 

Mr. BAYNE. The bill itself provided that Congress shall have the 
power to alter or amend. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not say that that language is not contained 
in the bill. If the gentleman would do me the honor to listen to me 
with a little more patience, he would see that there is a very clear dis- 
tinction in the point that I am trying to make. Congress by the sixth 
section of the bill reserves the power at all times to alter, amend, or 
repeal the act when in its judgment the public good may so require. 

I say no company would invest a hundred millions with that sav- 
ing clause in it, if they did not intend to sell out or transfer the stock 
so as to speedily put the company and the enterprise beyond the reach 
of the United States Government, where the repeal would not affect 
them. 

I did not know that I would raise such a storm around me when I 
began to discuss the merits of this bill. Gentlemen seem to resent any 
infringement of it as though it were a child of theirs; but since the at- 
tention of the House has been called to this last section, I ask gentle- 
men on this floor who represent a constituency of business men if after 
they have granted these powers to the company, and after that com- 
pany shall have gone on and expended a hundred millions of money— 
or after they have expended $200,000,000, as they have the right to in- 
crease the capital—by money or water, and if that company undertake 
to sell or do anything else with its property not inconsistent with the 
concessions of the Nicaragua Government and not inconsistent with this 
charter as it now stands, that Congress would have the temerity to go 
on and repeal the act and destroy their enterprise after they have, un- 
der the guidance or connivance of the Government, expended this large 
amount of money? 

There is not a man on the floor who would vote to repeal the law as 
long as the company shall not act inconsistently with the bill or in 
violation of it. Laws may be repealed, and properly so; and I grant 
that the power exists here. There is no question about that. But 
the power to do a thing, and the good faith, the consistency, and the 
respectability of doing it, are two different things. I say that the 
powers proposed to be here granted will be on record to be read of all 
men, and will operate as an indorsement of the Nicaragua concessions, 
and the company will have the right to regard them as settled on the 
basis of good faith: for no respectable man can vote to repeal the law 
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which would destroy their rights and property acquired under them, 
when the company shall have expended their money, unless they had 
violated the provisions of the bill or the concessions. That clause of 
the bill struck me with peculiar force, giving arbitrary power to Con- 
gress to repeal or alter a law, or to amend or change it, and thereby 
destroy the rights of property. But where is the policy of the Govern- 
ment expressed ? 

Mr. BAYNE. In the last section: 

That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act when in its judgment the public good may so require. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is a most singular proposition to come 
from a gentleman who represents a business community. These peo- 
ple who spend their money are not to be consulted at all. If the 
public good requires it then the owners are not to be consulted. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is what it says and means. What doesit 
mean if not what it says? Who is to determine whether the public good 
requires the repeal of the charter? Why, this Congress is to determine 
it; and whenever it pleases it can determine that the public good re- 
quires the repeal of this law or the alteration or amendment of it 
without providing further to take any consideration of the interests of 
these parties who are to expend their money and construct this stu- 
pendous improvement; and this is another serious objection to the 
framing of this bill. What I said in answer to the gentleman is that 
Congress has power to make this bill as it ought to be, and should do 
so. Lam not going into captious objections toit. If I was I would 
not make the remarks I have made. 

I have nbvt been an obstructionist and will not benow. I will abide 
by the voteof the House, But I believe that if this bill shall pass now, 
with all these powers init and all these defects in it and these dangers 
in it—and every time gentlemen on the other side speak there is some- 
thing new evolved to show that this company would be at the mercy 
of Congress under the power this last clause would give—that it will 
be disastrous to the success of this great enterprise of constructing that 
canal. For I say that in my opinion no set of men who have brains 
enough to have $100,000,000 are going to build a canal under such a 
provision as this, and particularly after this discussion of the powers of 
the Government as shown in this bill; and I doubt very seriously the 
good faith of the scheme when gentlemen say they will undertake to 
invest $100,000,000 on such a document as this. It is too uncertain, 
too vague, and too indefinite a document for business men to make an 
investment of $100,000,000 upon. 

Therefore I say that men interested in such an enterprise as that 
embraced by this bill—and men who I am told control millions—if 
they will invest $100,000,000 on any such document as that under 
this concession of the Nicaraguan Government, it looks very much 
like a trading scheme or to get the United States Government com- 
mitted toitand then proceed under the auspices of some other govern- 
ment, As I have said, these concessions can give no power, except so 
far as Nicaragua has the power to grant them, under that charter, and 
these people could sell to whom they pleased. They could sell toa citi- 
izen of Nicaragua their stock, notwithstanding the majority of the stock- 
holders and the president also be citizens of the United States, and the 
general office may be in New York, and they may also have another 
office, or other offices, as they put it, in Europe or any other country. 

The chief office may be where the president is; they may call that 
their chief office, and yet they may do all their business somewhere 
else and transmit it to the chief office. In other words, this concern, 
after being chartered by the Government of the United States, can pass 
out of their hands in less than a week, and the Government gives them 
the power to do what? Why, if I be correct in my understanding, it 
simply gives them the power to trade in the stock of this corporation 
which is to exist on paper. 

Now, it may be said that that is harmless; but why should the Gov- 
ernment of the United States do a thing simply because it may be 
harmless? This means something, or else these gentlemen would not 
want it, and I will tell you what I think it means to this Government. 
It means a giving away of power on the part of this Government to 
control or influence the construction of canals across the Isthmus, and 
when we do that we do not do a harmless thing. Wedoan extremely 
foolish thing when we raise up a barrier in our own way which will 
confront us when we undertake hereafter, as we may undertake, by 
treaty or by the advancement of money, to control the construction of 
a canal to connect the two oceans; and it is no argument to say we 
can escape this awkward attitude by an act of bad faith—the repeal of 
this charter after property rights have been acquired under it. 

I do not think there has ever been any proposition relating to the 
crossing of the Isthmus, either by land or by water, which provided 
that the war vessels of the United States must stand at either end of 
the canal and wait if we shall happen to be at war with any South 
American republic. The Goyernment of the United States is asked 
to charter this company, and if it does so, then I say that it can not, 
with any show of reason or justice, undertake to repeal that charter 
on the ground of public policy; and gentlemen who now advocate 
the passage of this bill would then cry out shame to the Congress that 
would destroy property rights that it had fostered and created. Whose 
public policy? The public policy of this Government? 
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to take this measure just as i, is simply because the gentleman who 
framed it is very able. 

I am, as I have said, as much in favor of the scheme as y man can 
be, and my constituents want it, but I want it and they wantitona 
basis that will be American, and with such concessions as will admit 
the United States to a voice in its control in the future; and it is bx 


cause Iam in favor of the canal that I oppose this scheme that will 
either deteat the building of the canal or exclude the United Stat 
from all participation in its control. 

I hope to see the bill put in proper shape and passed and hecome a 
law, and I want to see the name of the United States init somewhere 
but I shall not be surprised at all if this company reject the charte1 
and refuse to accept it whenever the bill is so fram 
this Government any right to influence the action of the company. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon the 
pending bill be now closed. 

Mr. RYAN. Will that include debate upon thea 

Mr. LANHAM. Upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. FULLER. There is only one amendment pending. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER] 

Mr. FULLER. The amendment to which the gentleman refers has 
not yet been offered. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment which the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. FULLER] proposes to offer. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that all general debate 
upon the bill and amendments be now closed. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair doesnot understand that the gentleman 
desires to cut off the five-minute debate. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that all debate on the bil! 
and amendments be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I object to that. 

Mr. RYAN. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to cut off the 
five-minute debate. 

Mr. LANHAM. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RYAN. About five minutes. 

Mr. JACKSON. I want about five minutes, if the gentleman from 
Texas pleases. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that all general de- 
bate be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FuLLER]. 





d as to retain to 


mendment? 


ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, before that amendment is voted upon, 
[ ask consent of the gentleman having charge of this bill to let the com- 
inittee rise for a moment in order that I may present a privileged re- 
port and have it returned to the Senate. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker pro tempore [ Mr. 
MCMILLIN] resumed the chair. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from a committee 
of conference. 


The report was read, as follows: 


_ The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of colone!, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do re« 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same. 

CHARLES E. HOOKER, 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 

Conferces on the part of the House, 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate, 
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The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 


ayes 23, noes 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, and Mr. LAWLER. No quorum. 
Cellers were ordered: and Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, and Mr. DUNN 


were appointe a 





The committee again divided ud the tellers re ported— 

Mr. LAWLER. No quorum 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman mean to have 
it understood by this motion that we are not to go into committee again 
ing up of unobjection- 


ayes 17, noes 5. 


to go OU Wi h Li€ call ol members tor th vriD 
able private bills 


Mr. LANHAM. AsI have already said this morning, I believe it 


is the intention of some yventlemen re to prevent any bill being 
passed; that has been stated very deliberately. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania.. I propose that we go on and test 
the disposition of gentlemen in reference to private bills which may be 
called up. ‘There are a great many such bills which are unobjection- 
able and ought to be | ised: and if we go on with the call of the roll 
in Committee of the Whole many of such bills may be considered. I 


do hope the committee will not rise 
Mr. LANHAM. But we are without a quorum, and the point is 
insisted upon. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania Ihat call applies only to the pend- 
ing bill, and I very much regret it, for I think it is a bill which should 
| be passed. But, Mr. Chairman, there are individual citizens who are 
asking for legislation which can not be objected to. 
Mr. LANHAM. How are we going to ch such bills when the 
point of ‘‘no quorum”? is insisted upon ? 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Other business may intervene and 
the question of no quorum may be wai 
! : ’ r ' at 
rhe question being taken, the motion of Mr. LANHAM that the com- 


mittee rise was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having tal 
the chair as Speaker pro iempore, Mr. RoGeERS reported that the | 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, having had under 
consideration the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Nicaragua, had come to no resolution thereon 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announce 
that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the House to t! 
bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-S{ospital * 
| of the United States; asked a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate, Mr. DoLpu, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. CocKRELL. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. RYAN. Iask unanimous consent to extend in the Recorp my 
remarks made to-day in Committee of the Whole on the bill in relation 
to the Nicaragua Canal. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 
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SAMUEL FELS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6246) for the relief of Samuel Fels, and that the 
bill be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Samuel Fels, of McCracken County, Kentucky, 
outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $,- 

62 for tobacco purchased by him from an agent of the United States Govern- 
ment, and afterwards recovered and taken from him by the owner. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection tothe present con- 
sideration of this bill ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. Stone, of Ken- 
tucky ) was read, as follows: 

That the proof in this case shows that the claimant purchased five hogsheads 
of tobacco from John KE, Woodward, as sold by him ander military orders of 
General E. A. Paine, then commanding the Western District of Kentucky, and 
paid said Woodward’ therefor $2,333.62; that on February 20, 1865, E. A. Lindsay, 
by his suit against Mr. Fels in the Jefferson County circuit court of Kentucky, 
established hi right to said tobacco as the owner thereof at the time it was 
seized and sold by order of General Paine. The court decided that the orders 
of General Paine in seizing and selling said tobacco were illegal, and that no 
title passed to Mr. Fels; and the claimant was forced to and did pay the owner 
of said tobaceo, E. A, Lindsay, its value, being $2,504.85. 

Your committee are of the opinion that Mr. Fels bought (and paid for) said 
tobacco in good faith from the military authorities of the United States without 
notice of said Lindsay’s ownership thereof or claim thereto, and that he should 
be reimbursed for the amount he paid for it. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. StoNE] how much of this money the Government re- 
ceived. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Something over $2,300—the whole 
amount for which the tobacco was sold. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. ‘The report does not show that that 
amount went to the Government; it says the tobacco was sold for that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The report does show that Mr. Fels paid 
$2,333.62 for the tobacco at a Government sale. Then the original 
owner of the tobacco brought suit against Mr. Fels in the cireuit court 
at Louisville, and secured judgment against him for the value of the 
tobacco, $2,504, which Mr. Fels was obliged to pay, making nearly 
$5,000 in all which he paid for the tobacco. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. He paid this money, it seems, to some- 
body who sold the tobacco illegally; but is there any proof that the 
Government ever got the money ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; this tobacco was sold by order 
of General Paine-—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Oh, agreat many things were sold dur- 
ing the war by order of somebody; but the question is whether this 
money was received by the Government. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The Government did receive the pro- 
ceeds of this sale. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Where is the proof of that? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. With the papers in the War Depart- | 
ment and upon the records of the court in Louisville, Ky. [Cries ot | 
; | for him to get rid of it was to let the matter be referred to the Court 


= Vote ! ’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. JACKSON. I understand this is the sum paid to General 
Paine. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is. 

Mr. JACKSON. And no more? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. And no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
athird time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bil! was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIG TALLY-HO. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask by unanimous consent to 
call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6757) to refer the claim of the 
owners of the brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill and report will be read subject to ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the claim of the legal owners of the brig Tally-Ho, 
her cargo and freight, and of personal effects on board her, alleged to have been 
sunk by collision with the United States steam vessel of war Pinta, on or 
about the 3d day of October, 1883, be referred tothe Court of Claims, to hearand 
determine the same to judgment, with right of appeal as in other cases. 

Wherens the legal owners of said brig, cargo, freight, and personal effects, or 
some of them. did, on the 29th day of July, 1884, file in said Court of Claims, in 
the case referred to said court by the Secretary of the Navy, and then numbered 
on the docket of said court Department case numbered 16, their petition set- 
ting forth their losses by said collision, and whereas evidence has been taken 
upon said petition, both by said petitioners and by the United States, and said 
evidence has been filed in said court, the claim above referred to said court may 
be heard and determined by said court upon said petition already filed therein, 
and the said evidence already taken and tiled by either party upon said petition 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





a 





OCTOBER 12, 





may be used and referred to in said hearing and determination of said claim in 
all respects as if originally taken and filed for the purposes of the hearing and 
determination thereof provided for by this act. 

The report (by Mr. MANSUR) was read, as follows: 


The United States steam vessel of war Pinta, on the night of October 3, 1883, col- 
lided with and sunk the coal-brig Tally Ho, off the coastof Massachusetts. The 
Navy Department ordered a court of inquiry, which on investigation decided that 
the war vessel wasat fault. Thereupon the Secretary of the Navy referred the 
case to the Court of Claims for investigation under the provisions of the second 
section of the act of March 3, 1883 (22 Stat. at Large, page 485), commonly known 
as the ‘‘ Bowman act.’”” Whereupon the legal owners of the said brig on the 
27th of July, 1884, filed in the Court of Claims their petition setting forth the loss 
of said brig by said collision, 

Pending a trial of the case, and after much evidence had been taken and filed 
in the cause, the said Court of Claims decided in another case, also pending in 
said court, of a collision between a United States vessel and the schooner Ab- 
bie Pitman, which case had also been referred under the ** Bowman act,’ that 
collision cases could not be referred to the Court of Claims under that act, and, 
consequently, that the court had no jurisdiction over the case of the Abbie Pitman 
20 Court of Claims Reports, page 253). This decision will necessarily require 
the dismissal of the claimin the case of the Tally Ho, but the bill now proposed, 
if it becomes a law, will enable the court to take jurisdiction of that case and 
proceed with the hearing and determination of the same upon its merits, in the 
same manner as if the reference of the case to the Court of Claims had been au- 
thorized by an act of Congress before any proceedings had been had therein in 
said court,and will permit the claimants to use the testimony already taken in 
the case. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will not object to this bill if the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will consent we shall go on with the regular call 
and when his name is reached he will not ask to call up another bill. 
I am on the list myself, and as it is made up alphabetically, I am low 
down, and my people would like to have a chance as well as others. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Iam willing to agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE, This vessel and cargo were supposed to be worth 
how much? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. By reference to the petition filed in the Court of 
Claims it appears the amount is about $15,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the proposition here is to make the 
Government liable in damages for the negligence of its employés. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The proposition is simply to send the matter 
to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the proposition here is to establish 
the principle that the Government of the United States is liable in dam- 
ages for the negligence of its employés? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Let me answer the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can notagreetothat. If any such principle were 
adopted it would impoverish the Government. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Let me answer. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will hear the gentleman’s answer, but it will 
have no effect, as I shall object. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. As the report of the committee shows, this claim 
was referred to the Court of Claims. It is a case where the United 
States steamer ran into a coal-barge and ran it down, and never stopped 
to see whether anybody was injured or not. 

Mr. KILGORE. They should have been tried and put in the peni- 
tentiary. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The Secretary of the Navy thought the best way 


of Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Government of the United States should not 
be held responsible for the negligence of its employés, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I confess that might bea fair argument to apply 
to the House in discussing such a question, and I should be perfectly 
willing to meet the gentleman at any time upon that argument. But 
it ought not to be applied, and should not interfere here. It should 
not interfere with the passage of a bill where the Secretary of the Navy 
says that the oflicers of the Government were themselves to blame, and 
where the court was unable to take jurisdiction under the Bowman 
act. , 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, this is by no means a new question. There 
have been several precedents forit. Itis not a new thing. It has 
been done several times before, and I can cite to the gentleman several 
instances where Congress has passed similar bills of relief. It is not 
out of the way atall. Itis a bill based upon the idea that where a 


Government officer has been so negligent as not to respect the rights of 


a citizen, then Congress steps in and says that the citizen so aggrieved 
shall have some remedy. The gentleman will hardly deny that therc 
should be a remedy for such wrongs. We ought to have some such re- 
lief on our coast; you ought to have it on the coast of Texas. I think, 
therefore, in view of the facts, that there can be no reasonable objec- 
tion to this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to say to the gentleman that if Congress 
has done this before, then Congress ought to draw the line now. If it 
ever did it before, it has done wrong. It ought not to have passed any 
such bill. And another thing I will say to the gentleman from New 
York 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Massachusetts, if you please. 

Mr. KILGORE. Massachusetts; excuse me. [Laughter.] Congress 
does not derive its authority to legislate from precedents, but it derives 
it from the Constitution. 
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Mr. ROCKWELL. Iam perfectly willing to concede that 

Mr. KILGORE. And precedent does not have any effect upon Con- 
gress, and ought not to have any, except possibly in determining 1 

traction of a doubtful clause in the Constitution 
ROCKWELL. I am perfectly willing to conced t 
Mr. Speal 
KILGORE. Now, we can shorten this, as there are « peo- 
ple who want to have recognition to ask unanimous it. lam 
bound to kick upon this thing. | Laughter. 

The SP] \KER » tempore. The gentleman from Texas obje 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I trust then, in view of the act of th 
man, that I will not be bound by any prom Lh ma y 
lan is called on the list, if we shall p , i I 

Mr. LAWLER was recognized. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let me interrupt the gentle! pI 
before he submits a motion, which I presu l 10tion to ad 
I wish to ask consideration of a bill carrying o1 $60, two 3 
Jabor, to a man employed by the Government, and who the reta 
the Treasury said ought to have been paid, and v p 
but ¢ rress failed to provide for it. r 

TRICK C. M’QUEENY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had re lt rent! 
man from Illinois to.ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to ask ynimous con 
too I have some bills here involving small amounts - 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 

H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueen 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be I t to 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be icied, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, a 
tho and directed to pay to Patrick C. MeQueeny t 
BLS iteenth Regiment United States Infantry, outo ey I i 
ury therwise ippropriate i.the sumof $50, being fora ult i a 
h 

here being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be « 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was a¢ 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LAWLE moved to reconsider the vot y which the bi 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsid ve laid on t 
table. 

rhe latter motion was a rreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Cémmittee on Enrolled I 3,1 rted that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following titk 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to su leficie 

1¢ appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 3 a or prio 





tl 
years, and for other purposes. 
BATTELLE & EVANS. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House ym the further « 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of Batt & I 
put it upon its pa 

Che bill was read at length. 





ec, 





Mr. ROGERS. Let the report in that case be read, subject to tl 
right of objection. 

rhe report was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of the bill? ; " 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object, unless there i ne understanding 


in reference to what course is to be taken in regard to these matters. 
The SPEAKER pro tempoi ! 


For what purpose does the gent! 
from Tennessee rise ? 





Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not rise to object, but simply to state 


that I think we ought to go into Committee of the Whole and proces 
the regular order with the Private Cal 
are on the list hope to be reached during the day 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does ti gentleman move to go into 


Committee of the Whole ? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
1s aware, by a motion. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I know. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent th 
when the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consid 
business on the Private Calendar, the Nicaragua bill be laid aside, and 
that we may then proceed as heretofore determined upon. 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope what I rose to say will not interfere 
with the consideration of the bill of the gentleman from Ohio which 
has been read, 


lt can only be done, as the gentleman 
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The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tei The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from New York [| Mr. BACON | and thegentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
WASHINGTON | as tellers. 

Mr. WASHINGTON (to Mr. BAcoN). Withdraw that motion. 
are not going to sit here every Friday evening to pass pension bills and 
not have any of our bills passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (pending the count). 














































noes 6. 


pore 
pore, 


I rise to make a request. 


under the same regulations and conditions that applied to the call of 
the roll in Committee of the Whole on Friday, beginning where we 
left off on last Friday, and continuing up to the time to take a recess 
this evening at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I insist that under the rulea gentleman must 
rise to object. 

Mr. KILGORE (rising). I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like now to get that little bill passed. 
is only $60, and it is for a laborer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state that that is not 
in order while the House is dividing. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is itin order for the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. WASHINGTON ] to withdraw the point of no quorum until this bill 
shall have passed? [ Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee can 
withdraw the point; but if he does, the effect will be that the House 
will take a recess. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, this bill is to pay a laborer for work done 
during the month of July. There was alaw authorizing the work, but 


Is there objection? 


It 


failed to make provision to pay for it. The amount is only $60. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has written a letter, which is incorporated 
in the report, saying that the only remedy is for Congress to give relief. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent that I may have leave to 
print remarks in the Recorp on the tariff, a subject upon which I have 
not spoken during this session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
general leave heretofore given would authorize the gentleman to print 
his remarks. 

Mr. OATES. 
the bill, but I did not know that it was a continuing order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


will put the request to the House. 
Mr. OATES. Before the question is put I desire to say, because I 
do not want to abuse any of the privileges of the House, that what I 


written on the subject of the tariff by George W. Stone, chief-justice 


approval in every respect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If we are going to permit the printing in the Rec- 
ORD of essays upon the tariff, then we shall soon have a pretty large 
RECORD. 

Mr. OATES. Well, I adopt this production. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ishall have no objection if the same privilege is 
given for the printing of other essays on the other side, but I[-think we 
had better not enter upon thatcourse. I am not going to make a formal 
objection myself, but I simply suggest that if the privilege is granted 
in one case, it must be granted in others, and it will probably lead to 
& great abuse. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it may be a 
matter of some importance, as the question has come up, to know just 
what is the privilege under the order heretofore made. There was a 
general order made allowing the printing of speeches on the tariff, and 
it has been taken advantage of, I do not mean to say improperly, to 


date for the Presidency, and a letter of Mr. McPherson, and other 
documents. I do not wish to be understood as criticising any gentle- 
man who has so construed the permission and taken advantage of it to 


that the House should now settle what is the privilege existing under 
that order. 

Mr. RYAN. I haveno doubt that the order is in operation and will 
be during the entire session. 

Mr. OATES. I brought this to the attention of the House because 
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We | 


As it is evident there is no quorum here, I ask unanimous consent that | 
the roll be called in alphabetical order for recognition in the House 


the appropriation biil when passed, after the performance of the labor, | 


That order was made, I know, during the pendency of 
, ’ 5S . 


The Chair thinks the gentleman will | 
be entitled to print under that order, but to save all question the Chair | 


want to print is not my own production, but is an essay, or pamphlet, | 


of the supreme court of the State of Alabama, which fully meets my | 


print a letter of the President and also a letter of the Republican candi- | 


print these documents, but I think it is a matter of some importance | 


I did not want to do anything that was not fully within the rules of 
the House. I will state, however, that the production which I pro- 


ae = to print is as much, or rather more, a legal argument than a po- 
itical one, 
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| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OarEs]. 

| Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, not desiring to ob- 
| ject to the request of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates], I 
| Simply wish to say that when he took the floor 1 hoped, and I think 
| members generally hoped, that he was going to bring up his resolu- 
| tion for the final adjournment of the House, to which I think there 
would be no objection. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the document that has been mentioned con- 
| stitutes the ‘‘speech"’ which the gentleman wants to print, I object. 
| We do not want any legal arguments on the tariff. 

Mr. OATES. No; I am satisfied you do not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Only two documents have appeared so far in the 
RECORD in this connection—the letter of President Cleveland and the 
letter of ex-Senator Harrison. Those are subject to the frank of mem- 

| bers, but if we are to go into a matter of printing outside pamphlets 
| we might as well print the Tariff Bulletin and the documents of the 
| Democratic campaign committee at once. 

| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ido. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. While the question is up, I 
| think we ought to have some understanding as to whether the order of 
| the House allowing speeches on the tariff to be printed still continues. 
| If it does, I suppose the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] has the 
| right to make such a speech as he pleases; and if it does not, we all 
ought to understand that fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair intimated awhile ago an 
opinion that the order did continue, but before making a formal rul- 
ing on the point the Chair would like to examine the question a little 
more fully, and will withhold his decision if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] does not insist upon it now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would prefer that the Chair 
| should take time to look into the matter. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky withdraws his objection to the consideration of the bill which 1 
desired to call up awhile ago, 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Since the objection was made a mo- 
| tion to take a recess has intervened, and the House is now dividing 
| upon that question. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
| 





I ask unanimous consent that that be 
dispensed with, and that this bill be now considered. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I renew it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the Speaker 
| pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
| The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was disagreed 
| to; there being—ayes 27, noes 34. 
| Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I withdraw the point that no quorum 
voted. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemsn from Ohio withdraws 
| the point that no quorum voted. The Chair wi!l announce the result. 
| Mr, OATES. What proposition is that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. OATES. I renew the point that no quorum voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being renewed, the Chair 
| will appoint the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] to act as a teller 
| in conjunction with the gentleman from New York. 
| Mr. OATES (before the count by tellers was concluded). 
| the yeas and navs on the motion for a recess. 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion for a recess, the tellers 
reported—ayes 42, noes6. The gentleman from Alabama demands the 
| yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| 
| 
| 


I call for 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether it is net 
the fact that, in the event no quorum should appear on the vote by 
yeas and nays, no legislative business can be done during the rest of 
this day. 

| ‘The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
| be the effect. 
Mr. LANHAM. That beingso, and there evidently being no quorum 
present, I move that the House adjourn. 
The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
24, noes 27. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
on the motion to adjourn. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
| Mr. JACKSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If the motion 
to adjourn should prevail, will it dispense with the session to-night for 
pension legislation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that effect. < : 

Mr. JACKSON. Then all who vote for adjournment are in favor of 
dispensing with the session to-night. 


The Chair is of opinion that such would 


I call for the yeas and nays 


The Chair will state that it would have 
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The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and it was.decided 
in the negative—yeas 25, nays 4: 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Clements, 

Dunn, 

Forney, 

Gay, 


3acon, 
Baker, N.Y. 
Bayne, 
Bliss, 
Bound, 
Bunnell, 
Butler, 
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YEAS—23. 


Grimes, 
Hooker, 
Hutton, 
Kilgore, 
Lanham, 
Latham, 
Martin, 


Montgomery, 
Neal, 

Oates, 

Peel, 
Richardson, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 


NAYS—43. 


Farquhar, 
Fitch, 
Fuller, 
Gest, 
Haugen, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Hiestand, 


Campbell, T. J.,N.Y.Hitt, 


Conger, 
Dingley, 
Dougherty, 


Abbott, 

Adams, 

Allen, Mass, 
Allen, Mich, 
Anderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Ill. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Baker, Ill. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Barry, 

Belden, 
Belmont, 

Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Biand, 

E'ount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Ib -ewer, 
Brower, 


Jackson, 
Lawler, 
Lyman, 


McComas, 
MeMillin, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 
O’ Neill, Pa. 
Penington, 
Peters, 
Plumb, 


NOT VOTING—256, 


Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Daizell, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala. 
Davidson, Fla. 
Davis, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Flood, 
Foran, 
Ford, 

. French, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 


Browne,T.H.B., Va. Gallinger, 


Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, F.,N. ¥ 
Campbell, Ohio, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 

Cobb, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Coopez, 
Cothran, 
Cowles, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Crisp, 
Crouse, 


Gear, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare. 

- Harmer. 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, N.C. 


Henderson, Ill, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hires, 

Hogg, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N, Y. 
Houk, 

Hovey, 
Howard. 
Hudd, 

Hunter, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Johnston, N.C. 


Jones, 
Kean. 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
La Follette, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lane, 

Lee, 
Leh|bach, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McCiammy, 
MeCormick, 
McCreary, 
McCullogh, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
McRae, 
McShane, 
Mills. 
Moffitt, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neail, Ind, 
O’ Neill, Mo, 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Pugsley, 
Randali, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi (at the conclusion of the first roll-call). 
Mr. Speaker, is it in order to ask unanimous consent to dispense with 


the second call ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


unusual. 


The Chair thinks it would be very 


The roll-call having been completed, 


Mr. LANHAM. 


ing of the names. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. LANHAM. 


3, not voting 256; as follows: 


Sowden, 

Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Turner, Ga. 


i 
) 
aylor, J. D., Ohio 


Wheeler, 
Woodburn. 


Rice, 
Robertson, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Mass, 
Rusk, 
Sawyer, 
Scott. 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 

Syme a, 

Tarsney, 

Taulbee, 

Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Il. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 

Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vance, 

Wade, 

Warner, 
Washington, 
Weaver 
Weber, 
West, 
White, Ind. 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wiilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 


, I ask unanimous consent that the pairs be inserted 
in the RecorD without being read by the Clerk. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


The following-named members were paired on all political questions 


until further notice: 
Mr. DARGAN with Mr. Grout. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. SPOONER. 


X1X——590 
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Mr. 
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Mr. 
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Mr. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


. STONE, of Missouri, 
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HoLMAN with Mr. Jonwnsron, of Indiana. 

CoBB with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

CARLTON with Mr. FUNSTON. 

McCreary with Mr. Cro 

CARUTH with Mr. HUNTER. 

HAYES with Mr. KERR. 

BLOUNT with Mr. Russet, of Connecticut. 
FORAN with Mr. HIESTAND. 

MAIsSH with Mr. LEHLBACH. 

NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 

BRICE with Mr. GAINES. 

JONES with Mr. BOWDEN. 

ELLiotTr with Mr. BINGHAM. 

COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
SPRINGER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, 
CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 
CoMPTON with Mr. Gorr. 

OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Hatcu with Mr. SrEWART, of Vermont 

WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas 
RANDALL with Mr. LonGe. 

BLAND with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

Scotr with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

McMILLIN with Mr. BukROWS 

Crisp with Mr. REED. 

Cox with Mr. CANNON. 

MATSON with Mr. Hovey. 

WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 

MILLS with Mr. KELLEY. 

FRENCH with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. FINLEY. 
McCLAMMY with Mr. OSBORNE. 

DAVtpson, of Florida, with Mr. WEBER. 
HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. FLoop. 
HoGe with Mr. ScULL. 

ENLOE with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. HARMER. 

WILson, of Minnesota, with Mr. ATKINSON, 
BooTHMAN with Mr. McKINNEY. 

CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 

with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
TAULBEE with Mr. FARQUHAR. 

LAWLER with Mr. SEYMOUR. 

DUNN with Mr. ROWELL. 

ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. DALZELL. 
MACDONALD with Mr. JoHn R. Brown. 

O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. CoNGER. 
CHIPMAN with Mr. ARNOLD. 

LANDES with Mr. McCorMICcK. 

VANCE with Mr. Morritr. 

MANSUR with Mr. SAWYER. 

WILKINSON with Mr. 
FISHER with Mr. BROWER. 
ERMENTROUT with Mr. GALLINGER. 
RAYNER with Mr. De LANo. 

NorRwWoop with Mr. PARKER. 

GLOVER with Mr. CoopPer. 

DIBBLE with Mr. BELDEN. 

DOcKERY with Mr. WARNER. 

CowLes with Mr. THompson, of Ohic. 
StmMons with Mr. BUNNELL. 

NEWTON with Mr. FELTON. 

GLASS with Mr. KETCHAM. 

LATHAM with Mr. GEST. 

SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 

McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

MAHONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 
McApoo with Mr. Brum. 

3ACON with Mr. CASWELL. 

LyNnca with Mr. YARDLEY. 

WHITING, of Michigan. with Mr. Houx. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Pirpcock with Mr. PHELPs. 
DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 
CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
HowaRD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. 
Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Lilinois. 
GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 
BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

O’ FERRALL with Mr. Mason. 

BiaGs with Mr. Morrow. 

CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM 
ForD with Mr. GUENTHER. 


ICHOLS. 
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SNYDER with Mr. Yost. 


Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. Patron. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. ByNuUM with Mr. STEELE 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BREWE) 


Mr. Bot with Mr. WISE. 


re rt 
hihi 


Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. THomas, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Timotrny J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEsT. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempx The question recurs on the motion that 


the House take a rex 
we 


until 8 o’clock, on which the yeas and nays 
ordered 
Mr. NELSON. I make the point that the roll-call having disclosed 
the fact of no quorum, the only business in order is either a motion to 
adjourn or a motion for a callof the House. I submit that the motion 
for a recess is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was about to state the status 
of the busine he House. Of course the rule stated by the gentle- 
nan applies in all cases where the absence of a quorum is disclosed. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, three weeks ago, although a bill ir 
which I was interested was on the very first page of the Calendar, | 
stood here and consented to the arrangement for a call of the roll, that 
members as reached might bring up their bills. The roll has now been 
called half through, and those members whose names have been reached 
are now seized with a sudden spirit of economy, and are trying to break 
up that arrangement. |Laughter.] I donot think itis fair. I sub- 
mit we should now go on by unanimous consent, as I presume we can 


; ort 


do, and call the roll in accordance with the agreement which was made 
three weeks ago. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
iM 


i 
from Alabama r. WHEEL! 


that no quorum is preset 


Rn] that as the record discloses the fact 
t nothing is now in order except a motion to 
adjourn or a motion for a call of the House—a proceeding which looks 


to the procurement of a quorum. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move a call of the House. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Pending that I move we adjourn. 
Mr. JACKSON. I make the point of order that no business has in- 
tervened 


\ Member. A motion for a call of the House has been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, What is the point of the gentlemar 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. JACKSON]? 

Mr. JACKSON. I was about to make the point that no business had 
intervened since the vote upon the motion to adjourn, but I am now 
disposed to think the point would not be well taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair agrees with the gentleman. 
[I 


aughter. | 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was dis- 
agreed to; there being—ayes 30, noes 32. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs‘on the motion ot 
the gentleman from Kentucky for a call of the House. 

Mr. LANHAM. LIrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
having disclosed the fact that there is no quorum present, can any 
other business be disposed of during this legislative day; in other 
words, can any business be transacted at the session of this evening ? 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The evening session is but a continua- 
tion of the session of the day, and it has been uniformly decided, so 
far as the present occupant of the chair is aware—certainly it has been 
decided in a very large number of eases—that when the absence of a 
quorum has been disclosed by a yea-and-nay vote, it is not in order to 


» 
\ 


entertain during the remainder of the same legislative day any other | 
business except a motion to adjourn or a motion fora call of the | 


House, looking to the procurement of a quorum. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I think we had better adjourn. Certainly 
we can do no good by meeting to-night if that is all we can do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
journ, and the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky for a call of 
the House is the only business that can now be transacted. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it in order to move to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Although that motion would seem to 
defeat the object of the rule, the Chair is inclined to think that it would 
be in order, but would prefer to examine the question before decid- 
ing it. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam inclined to think that the House, on a reconsid- 
eration, might determine to adjourn in view of the fact that we can 
transact no business. I move to reconsider that vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. OATES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OATES. Is it in order to move to reconsider a motion for an 
adjournment? Ifthe Chair will permit me, I think it is not; because 
if it was in order, that motion could be repeated indefinitely. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has just stated that it would 
seem like a defeat of the rule itself; but will examine the precedents. 
{After a pause.] Onan examination the Chair sustains the point of 





The roll-eall | 


The House has just declined to ad- | 


| will have read f 


| motion to reconside 


| may reach his object 


| 





i 
} 
i 
| 
| 
} 


| Breckinridge, Ark. 
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order of the gentleman from Alabama that it is not in order to recon- 
sider a vote on adjournment, and in support of the ruling the Chair 
rom the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ee: 


>a vote by which the 


10tlon to recons 


House refused to adjourn is not 
in order.—Journal secon on, Forty-fifth Con; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion o! 


the gentleman from Kentucky for a call of the House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. LANHAM. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion has just been voted down. 
Mr. LANHAM. But there has been some intervening business—a 
that vote and a decision of the Chair, for instance, 
Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
by voting down the motion for a call of the House. 
Besides, the Chair thinks that a ruling by the Chair on a motion not 
in order would not be such intervening business as comes within the 
meaning of the rule to permit the motion to adjourn to be repeated. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
Kentucky, for a call of the House, it was rejected. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 38, nces 
20 

Mr. JACKSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 12 in favor of and :‘ 
opposed to the motion, the affirmative being more than one-fifth of th 
whole vote. 











The question was taken; and there were—yeas 32, nays 30, not vot 
ing 262, as follows: 
YEAS—32 
Allen, Miss. *  Hiestand, Montgomery Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hooker, Neal, Sowden, 
Campbell,T.J.,.N.Y¥. Hutton, Oates, Stockdale, 
Clements, Kilgore Peel, Stone, Ky. 
Doug ty, Lanham, Penington, Tillman, 
Dunn, Martin, Rice Turner, Ga, 
| Forney, MeMillin, Richardson, Walker, 
Grimes, Merriman, Re - Wheeler. 
NAYS—30 
Bayne, Fiteh McComas, Ryan, 
| Bliss, Fuller, Milliken, Seull, 
Bound, Gest, Morrill, Stahlnecker, 
Bunnell, Haugen, Nutting Taylor, J, D., Ohia 
Butler, Henderson, Iowa O'’N l, Pa, Vandever, 
Conger, Jackson Peters; Woodburn. 
Dingley, Lawk P 
Farquhar, Lyman Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—282, 
Abbott, Clardy, Hati, Matson, 
Adams, Clark, Hare, McAdoo, 
Allen, Mass. Cobb Harmer, NeClammy, 
Allen, Mich. Cockran, Hatch, MeCormick, 
Anderson, lowa Cogswell, Hayden, McCreary, 
Anderson, Miss. Collins, Hayes, McCullogh, 
Anderson, Ill. Compton, Heard, McKenna, 
Anderson, Kans. Cooper, Hemphill, McKinley, 
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O'Neill, Mo. 
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Owen, 


Hunter, 
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Campbell, F., N. Y. Gear, Lind, Rowell, 
Campbell, Ohio Gibson, Lodge, Rowland, 
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Caswell, Greenman, Mahoney, Seott, 
Catchings, Grosvenor, Maish, Seney, 
Cheadle, Grout, Mansur, Seymour, 
Chipman, Guenther, Mason, Shaw, 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 10th instant, approved and signed the following acts and joint reso- 
lutions: 

An act (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsi- 
ble for public property; 

An act (S. 602) for the relief of James Millinger; 

An act (S. 544) to authorize the constraction of a highway bridge 
across that part of the waters of Lake Champlain which separates the 
islands of North Hero and South Hero, in the county of Grand Isle, in 
the State of Vermont; 

An act (S. 2613) to amend an act approved June 15, 1882, 
the boundaries of the fourth collection district of Virginia; 

An act (S. 249) to prevent the manufacture or sale of adulterated 
food or drugs in the District of Columbia; “ 

An act (S. 3168) regulating admissions to the Institution of the As- 
sociation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes; 

An act (8S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines be- 
tween Connecticut and Rhode Island; 

An act (S. 122) granting a pension to Samuel Lane; 

An act (S. 330) granting a pension to Marion Vangordon; 

An act (8. 654) granting a pension to Caroline Motz; 

An act (S. 1264) granting a pension to Martha V. Coleman; 

An act (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen Butler; 

An act (8. 2321) granting a pension to John V. Hennessy; 

An act (S. 2606) granting a pension to John B. Timberman; 

An act (8. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Doering; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 110) in aid of the sufferers from yellow fever; 
and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 10) relating to the inclosure of certain points 
of especial interest on the battle-field of Gettysburgh. 


changing 


MARY 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, Iam not familiar with the facts in the 
case which has been the foundation of tie veto message laid before the 
Senate this morning, but upon the motion to refer it to the committee 
for further consideration I desire to offer a few observations at this 
time. 

‘Lhe President of the United States is certainly quite right in saying 
that it is not usual to grant a pension to the wife of a second husband, 
who was the widow of a soldier, during the lifetime of the second hus- 
band, but circumstances of a character which seem to make it equita- 
ble and just to grant a pension in such a case may, I think, be easily 
conceived. Such cases have arisen before this, and I presume that 
there must have been—an investigation will show how that was—cir- 
cumstances in this particular case which seemed to take it out of the 
ordinary rule. 

In connection with this general subject of the veto of private pension 
bills by the President, I wish to take advantage of the propriety of so 
doing on this occasion to offer some matter which should have been 
offered earlier in the session, bearing on a previous veto, still under 
consideration by the Senate, in the case ot Mary Ann Dougherty. I 
submit the veto message in full in connection with what I am about 
to say, but I call special attention to certain remarks made by the Ex- 
ecutive. Alluding to Mrs. Dougherty, after having stated the general 
grounds upon which the veto is based, the Executive proceeds to say 
what, it seems to me, was superfluous and unnecessary, since it can not 
possibly bear upon the question at issue between the United States and 
the applicant for a pension: 

To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1547, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Dougherty.” 

A large share of the report of the Senate committee to which this bill was re- 
ferred, and which report is adopted by the committee of the House, as is usual 
in such cases, consists of a —o signed by Mary Ann Dougherty, addressed 
to the Congress, in which she states that she resides in Washington, having re- 
moved here with her husband in 1863 from New Jersey; that shortly after their 
arrival in this city her husband, Daniel Dougherty, returned to New Jersey and 
enlisted in the Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers; that she ob- 
tained employment in the United States arsenal making cartridges, and that 
while so engaged she was injured by an explosion. 

She also states that she had a young sun killed by machinery in the navy- 
yard, and that at the grand review of the Army after the close of the war an- 
other son, six years old, was stolen by an officer of the Army, and has not been 
heard of since, She further says that her husband left his home in 1865 and has 
not been heard of since, and that she believes he deserted her on account of her 
infirmities. 

It is alleged in the report that she received a pensionas the widow of Daniel 
Dougherty until it was discovered that he was alive, when her name was 
dropped from the rolls. 

The petition of this woman is indorsed by the Admiral and several other of- 
ficers of the Navy and a distinguished clergyman of Washington, certifying that 
they know Mrs. Dougherty, and believe the facts stated to be true. 

There is no pretense made now that this beneficiary is a widow, though she 
at one time claimed to be, and was allowed a pension on that allegation. Her 
present claim rests entirely upon injuries received by her when she was con- 
ceded not employed in the military service. Ifthe pension now proposed is al- 
lowed her it will be a mere act of charity. 

Her husband, Daniel Dougherty, is now living in Philadelphia, and is a pen- 
sioner in his own right for disability alleged to have been incurred while serv- 
ing in the Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volunteers Of this fact this beneficiary 


has been repeatedly informed. And yet she states in her petition that her hus- 
band deserted her in 1865, and has not been heard of since, 


ANN DOUGHERTY VETO MESSAGE, 
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It is alleged in the Pension Bureau that, tn 1878, she succeeded in securing a 
pension as the widow of Daniel Dougherty, through fraudulent testimony and 
much false swearing on her part. 

The police records of the precinct in which she has lived for years show that 
she is a woman of very bad character, and that she has been under arrest nine 
times for drunkenness, larceny, creating disturbance, and misdemeanors of that 
sort. 

It happens that this claimant, by reason of her residence here, has becn easily 
traced, and her character and untruthfulness discovered. But there is much 
reason to fear that this case will find its parallel in many that have reached a 
successful conclusion. 

[ean not spell out any principle upon which the bounty of the Government 
is bestowed through the instrumentality of the flood of private pension bills that 
reach me. The theory seems to have been adopted that no man who served in 
the Army can be the subject of death or impaired health except they are clharge- 
able to his service. Medical theories are set at naught and the most startling 
relation is claimed between alleged incidents of military service and disability 
ordeath. Fatal apoplexy is admitted asthe result of quite insignificant wounds, 
heart disease is attributed to chronic diarrhea, consumption to hernia, and sui- 
cide is traced to army service in a wonderfully devious and curious way. 

Adjudications of the Pension Bureau are overruled in the most peremptory 
fashion by these special acts of Congress, since nearly all the beneficiuries named 
in these bills have unsuccessfully applied to that bureau for relief. 

This course of special legislation operates very unfairly. 

Those with certain influence or friends to push their claims procure pensions, 
and those who have neither friends nor influence must be content with their 
fate under general laws. It operates unfairly by increasing in numerous in- 
stances the pensions of those already on the rolls, while many other more de- 
serving cases from the lack of fortunate advocacy are obliged to be content with 
the sum provided by general laws. 

The apprehension may well be entertained that the freedom with which these 
private pension bills are passed furnishes an inducement to fraud and impo- 
sition, while it certainly teaches the vicious lesson to our people that the Treas- 
ury of the National Government invites the approach of private need. 

None of us should be in the least wanting in regard for the veteran soldier, 
and I will yieldto no man a desire to see those who defended the Government 
when it needed defenders liberally treated. Unfriendliness to our veterans isa 
charge easily and sometimes dishonestly made. 

I insist that the true soldier is a good citizen, and that he will be satisfied with 
ees, fair, and equal consideration for those who are worthily entitled to 

21elp. 

I have considered the pension-list of the Republic a roll of honor bearing 
names inscribed by national graiitude, and not by improvident and indiscrimi- 
nate alms-giving. 

I have conceived the prevention of the complete discredit which must ensue 
from the unreasonable, unfair, and reckless granting of pensions by special acts, 
to be the best service I can render our veterans. 

In the discharge of what has seemed to me my duty as related to legislation 
and in the interest of all the veterans of the Union Army, I have attempted to 
steni the tide of improvident pension enactments, though I confess to a full 
share of responsibility for some of these lawsthat should not have been passed. 

I am far from denying that there are cases of merit which can not be reached 
except by special enactment; but I do not believe there is a member of either 
House of Congress who will not admit that this kind of legislation has been 
carried too far. 

I have now before me morc than one hundred special pension bills which can 
hardly be examined within the time allowed for that purpose. 

My aim has been at all times, in dealing with bills o! this character, to give 
the applicant for a pension the benefit of any doubt that might arise and which 
balanced the propriety of granting a pension, if there seemed any just founda- 
tion for the application; but when it seemed entirely outside of every rule, in 
its nature or the proof supporting it, I have supposed I only did my duty in in- 
terposing an objection. 

It seems to me that it would be well if our general pension laws should be re- 
vised with a view of meeting every meritorious case that can arise, Our ex- 
perience and knowledge of any existing deficiencies ought to make the enact- 
ment of a complete pension code possible. 

In the absence of maths a revision, and if pensions are to be granted upon 
equitable grounds and without regard to general laws, the present methods 
would be greatly improved by the establishment of some tribunal to examine 
the facts in every case and determine upon the merits of tie application. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, July 5, 1888. 

I also submit the report of the Senate committee, and of the House 
committee, upon the same case, together with a copy of the report of 
Senator Sewell in the last Congress in favor of the passage of the same 
bill: . 

{In the Senate of the United States, March 8, 1888.—Ordered to be printed.] 

Mr. Biopegetrt, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re- 
port (to accompany bill S. 1517): 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1547) granting 
a pension to Mary Ann Dougherty, have examined the same, and adopt the re- 
port presented by the Senate in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. The following is the report: 

The committee, having said petition under consideration. which is hereto ap- 
pended and made a part of this report, and having in addition thereto exam- 
ined the papers in her application for pension, are of the opinion that it is a 
deserving case, and one which merits the attention and aid of Congress. 

The following is the petition referred to: 

‘* To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

‘As a petitioner for your favorable consideration of my claim for pension, I do 
most respectfully represent that Iam a resident of Washington, D.C. I came 
here with my family in 1863 from Mount Holly, N. J., when, shortly after, my 
husband, Daniel Dougherty, returned thereto and enlisted in Company G, of 
the Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. I obtained employment 
inthe United States arsenal making cartridges for the United States Army then 
in the field; that on or about the 2sth day of June, 1864, while so employed and 
in the line of duty, as above stated, an explosion occurred, which killed and in- 
jured a number of the employés. 

“ Your petitioner was one of the victims. Iwasseverely burned and internally 
injured, besides being mentally injured by the fall from the height to which I 
was thrown through the force of the explosion. My fiesh was burned, as scars 
will show, and I inhaled the fire. My collar-bone was also broken. I was un- 
conscious when found, and became insane from the injuries received. a 

“My son (the eldest), a bright boy, was killed by machinery in the United 
States navy-yard at Washington, where he was at the time employed, as the 
records of the Navy Department will show. 1 : 

**At the close of the war, on the third day of the grand review of the Army, in 
the year 1865, my oldest surviving boy of six years was stolen by an officer of 
the Army and has not been heard of since. ‘ Si 

“* My husband, who served in the organization aforesaid, left his home in 1865, 
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in the field; that on or about the 28th day of ne, 1864, while so employed an 
in the line of duty, as above stated, an explosion oceurred, which killed and in- 
jured a number of the employés 
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‘* My son (the eldest), a bright boy, was killed by machinery in the United 
States navy-yard at Washington, where he was at the time employed, as the 
records of the Navy Department will show. 
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The undersigned respectfully represent that they are acquainted with Mary 
Ann Dougherty, believe the fac's stated in the aforesaid petiti to be true. and 
join her there) 1 and ask consideration of same from your honora body 

“DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral 
“Mrs. GEORGE I MORRIS 
‘S. NICHOLSON 
** Commodore, United ‘ 
“W. A. LEONARD 
**Rector of St. John’s I 
C. WEAVER, 
** Tat tain United States Volunt 
‘GEORGE W. ROUZER, 
re espondent Army aud Navy l 
+EO. BANCROFT 
The claimant received a pension as the widow of said Danie! Dougherty, an 
continued to draw the «ame until it was discovefed that the sold v ali 
when her name was dropped from the rolis. This pension was not obtained 


through fraud on her part. 

There is no question of ber abandonment by the sold 
well as the afflictions under which she has passed, have « 
her nervous system, and for years she has been an object of cha yint ‘ 
of Washington Persons of the highest character have inter led in h 
half with your committee, and testified to her good character 

Believing that the relief asked for by this poor unfortunate w in sh 
granted, your committee report favorably on the accom; Lask 
that it do pass. 















[In the Senate of the United States, July 20, 1886.—Ordered to be printed 
Mr. SEWELL®? from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany petition and bill S. 286s: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mary Ann 
Dougherty, asking ra pension, have examined the same, and report as fc 
lows: 
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“ At the close of the war, on the third day of the grand review of the Army, 
in the year 1865, my oldest surviving boy, of six years, was stolen by an officer 
of the Army, and has not been heard of since. 








“My husband, who served in the organization aforesaid, left his home in 1865 | 



































a HI i 
it 
‘ vas 
t $ : i 
] 
i sh 
‘ 
AN 
I i 
\ ) : ‘ i 
i i \ 
ims. ¢ \ — 
3. NICI . 
vi NAI 
‘ Wi \ Vi 
’ 3 | 
( ) Vv. ROU? 
‘ \ 
GEO. RANCROFT 
e « ritte 1 that ait ‘ ~ is WwW 

f Dan ' . ert ‘ same s 5 
rite d was é is v ~ i 3 t ual 

i i a NO ‘ a s 1 i ‘ t ‘ i ~ r 
upon d pped from ens sol 1 t 

“ince t st per i she has be irvir efte t r } very 
I and suffer ratt es fi 1abs wa ig 1 f e | < d 
of procedure o :and her ~ » on te shatte the ex- 
plosion at t Unite Arsena ‘ vas i ‘ 
ind in the ne of d ’ ur i er dest 8 killed wh 

the navy-yard ef years f t es rece landt 
flictions under wl i passed, as set t tail in the fe 
tition, and her mind affected n ‘ ss f nt tt to the es 4 
been unable of her own mot nt t r is I e to pres« to ¢ < 
fora stance Ix nds hav t for ithe: ~ ‘ 
Porter, Commodore Nicholson, Hon. George Ba t. Rev. W.A.la and 
others to her petition are sufficient by their I h cha r, to ce f 
tegrity and the merits « claim 

he « tt ere report thea pany pl 

ens } it —d irsar nth, and ¢ stly r mend “ 

I do not care on this occasion to go particularly >the d ) 
the general subject of the veto of special pen i 3 ina 3 ) 
pretty thoroughly dls ussed readv. im é ' are >the 
country that they alr ol ¢ nparative t iportan it the 
entire amount saved annually Vv the vetoes of t rx ‘ 1 those 

is hardly more than $5t),U00 a year It has ) t ‘ 
nown in a gi t ma nst é nd | e « i ed t l ‘ 
where t vetoes wel | t le! nd I e itn 
floor of the Senate, they h ‘ ! i all } ist I t 
been shown in a very large nu er of them tive t 
tion of the Executive has been vise, ill-c ered oO i l 
exceedingly and unnecessarily se’ in its operat ipon t ea 
cants—severe not only in the depriva } ! ) t y lid 
receive, but in the det cl ict i 3 attend 5 

' 

individuals and has | 3} yly upon the ‘ t 
country at iarge. 

Mrs. Dougherty « ime to me ca é 0 mem ot . 
nittee, with reference to slande and eto 

' } 
upon ersona i l ( i } t 
\ yrnie e since jtroduced wa ) thes ite the 
t ie! c t . ] i ft is ; 1 i ol t in i it t 
tice of r clal He was ¢a i to am er part of the count! 
I if i rile ‘ i far connect 1 le 
I that | uld the matt p alittle tf i 
t } } 1 
mH 1 is 1 l » do i the w of t co ) 
en mig 5 ) ht to ie Dearing ipon the } 
Ix iti these unn sary I it ¢ it cu- 
T e, eve heyv were trne 

I have 1e so not tot ‘ + that I ) I t 

ng ry m ht be well a 1! ( ( t 
could Most of the worl h¢ I Dou 
who h 1 iffered mez er t \ 

mild a vou Lin the 

| lieve from y ip | e of t t 

il S we ent re y i : l 
ss an excellent personal « I i 
perso! I 
1 wicked uled I 
edi: t 3 
the re t ym « ‘ 
tion, to t ‘ t 

I ought in this connection to say 
to the orig i ¢ ission t I 
( I ein tne > i ‘ that t 
Lee Sol tu 1 Ww n a ts t house 

( d been ised t } : 

ise Was ) i i 4] mn g nin ) 
he dared the {urt inve ition of ft ] ‘ 
it would have been wv tue Senato to 
well as to have made his barge, as the woman had , il 
‘ ed, it 1s douniy propel! that I shouid i I th i 
matter as has come to my posession and e ti 
country to judge between these parties, the assailant and t } 

If in this work I seem a little tedious to the Senator ) 
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important matter at this session or is likelytodoso. To my mind, the 


question of doing rank and infernal injustice to this woman is as seri- 
ous as the question of the tariff, or the re-election of the President for | 
another term, or the election of any other candidate to occupy that | 
same high office; and I think that the Senator will be willing to give | 
his attention without his sneers to what I havetooffer. If not, I shail 
seriously misconceive the pleasure of the American people if they do 
not yield a more reasonable consideration to this matter than those who | 
have made these charges. 





I will first read what I believe was already put before the Senate on 
a former occasion, the original petition sent by several distinguished | 
citizens of this country. It is as follow 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the U utes in Ci assembled : | 
A itioner for your favorable consideration of tim for pension, Ido } 
spectfully represent that I am a resident of Washington, D.C, LIcame | 

th my family in 1863 from Mount Holly, N.. ! , Shortly after, my 





and, Daniel Dougherty, returned theretoand enlisted in Company G, of the 

Fourth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. I obtainedemployment inthe 
cartridges for the United States Army thenin the | 
field; that on or about the 25th day of June, 1864, while so employed and in the 
line of duty, as above stated, an explosion occurred, which killed and injured 


United States arsenal making 





a number of employés. 





petitioner was one of the victims. Iwas severely burned and internally 
i red, besides being mentally injured by the fall from the height to which I 
was thrown through the force of the explosion. My flesh was burned, as scars 
will show, and I inhaled the fire. My collar bone wa; also broken. I was un- 
onscious when found and became insane from the injuries received 
ly son (the eldest), a bright boy, was killed by machinery in the United States 
navy-yard at Washington, where he was at the time employed, as the records 
of the Navy Department will show. 


At the close of the war, on the third day of the grand review of the Army, in 
the year 1865, my oldest surviving boy of six years was stolen by an officer of 
the Army and has not been heard of since. 

My husband, who served in the organization aforesaid, left his home in 1865 
and has not been heard from since. He deserted me, as I believe, on account of 


ny infirmities, 

I bave been accustomed to a comfortable home, and might have continued 
well and happy but for the war and its consequences. Prior thereto I was in 
perfect health, both mentally and physically. 

That, in view of the facts as aforesaid, she earnestly begs your considera‘icun 
and prays that she may be placed upon the pension-rolls of the United States, 
subject to its provisions and limitations thereof. 

MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 

The undersigned respectfully represent that they are acquainted with Mary 
Ann Dougherty, believe the facts stated in the aforesaid petition to be true, and 
join her therein and ask consideration of same from your honorable body. 

DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral, 
Mrs. GEORGE U. MORRIS. 
S. NICHOLSON, 
Commodore United States Navy. 
W. A. LEONARD, 
Rector of St. John’s Parish. 
E. C. WEAVER, 
Late Captain United Stotes Volunteers. 
GEORGE W. ROUZER, 
Correspondent Army and Navy Journal. 
GEO. BANCROFT. 

This is a paper that has been filed in the Pension Office. The 
George Bancrott referred to here was supposed at first to have been 
the historian. It is another gentleman of the same name, who is well 
known to citizens of the city of Washington. He is a man of high 
character and is concerned in the musical service of several of the 
churches here, and has been well known for many years. 

In this connection I read the following certificate, and I invite the 
fullest investigation of the genuineness of these signatures, about 
which something was heard on former occasions: 

Wasninetron ArsEnxaL, Washington, D. C., March 9, 1880. 
To all whom it may concern: 
We, the undersigned, hereby certify that Mary A. Dougherty was employed 


at this arsenal and that while at her work on the second day of July, 1864, was 
severely burned by an explosion of powder. At said explosion several were 


killed, 
JOHN MURPHY, 
First-class Private of Ordnance. 
F. WHYTE, 
Captain, United States Army. 
R. B. CLARK, 
JOSEPH CAMPBELL, 
Acting Sergeant Ordnance Departmen!. 
JAMES HARTWELL, 
Sergeant of Ordnance. 
GEO. W. McKEE, 
Captain and Brevet Major, Commanding. 
It will be observed that the date of this is in the year 1880, sixteen 
years after theoccurrence. The genuineness of these signatures, I see, 
has been called in question in the public prints. I noticed some time 
since in the Philadelphia Times an assertion that these ordnance offi- 
cers, at least Major McKee and Sergeant Campbell, repudiate the gen- 
uineness of their signatures. That was the substanceof the statement 
made in the paper, but it is evidently merely a mistake on their part 
if they have done so. It will beobserved that the certificate was made 
some sixteen years after the occurrence, and some of the details may 
have passed their mind since the year 1880, whenit was made. I have 
had this paper examined at the Ordnance Department, or, at least, the 
sigpature of Major McKee especially, the one to which my attention 
was particularly called, and I have received the following certificate: 
ORDNANCE Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., August 7, 1888. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of this date, in- 
closing a certificate,dated Washington Arsenal, D. C., March 9, 1880, signed by 
“George W. McKee, captain and brevet major, commanding,” and five others, 
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let me assure him that neither he nor the Senate has dealt with a more to the effect that Mary A. Dougherty was employed at said arsenal and while 


at work was severely burned by an explosion, etc., and requesting from mea 
certificate by myself or officers who may be able to recognize the handwriting 
of the signers, as to the genuineness of the signatures. 

In reply I beg to say that I am familiar with Major McKee’s signature, and 
have compared this with his signature on official papers in this office, and be- 
lieve that his signature to the paper of Mary A. Dougherty is genuine. In re- 
gard to the other signatures on said paper I can not certify. 


Respectfully, your obedient servant, 





S. V. BENET, 
Brig -General, Chief of Ordnance. 
Hon. Henry W. Biarr, 

Acting Chairman Committee on Pensions, United Slates Senate. 

Others who are acquainted with several of the prominent signatures 
have assured me thgt theyare genuine. There is not theslightest reason 
on the face of the earth to cast any suspicion on the genuineness of any 
of these signatures. If there is lack of recollection upon the part of 
any of them at the present time, itis easily to be accounted for by the 
lapse of seven or eight years or more since the certificate was given. 

I caused a letter to be written to Major McKee who is at the Alle- 
gheny arsenal, at Pittsburgh. Theletter was written by Mrs. Dough- 
erty at my request, and this answer was received: 

ALLEGHENY ARSENAL, Pitisburgh, Pa,, August 23, 1888, 

MADAM: I am in receipt of your letter asking it I could not refresh my mem- 





| ory with regard to the employés injured at the Washington arsenal explosion in 


1564. Such a long time has elapsed it would be impossible for metodoso. I 

am sorry I can not assist you, if you are justly entiticd to a pension, but the 

facts are as J have stated above. 
Very respectfully, 

GEO. W. McKEE. 

Mrs. Mary ANN DOUGHERTY, 

Washington, D. C. 

This isan unquestionably genuine signature. The Senator from Mis- 
souri can compare it with that on the certificate and see that they are 
evidently the same signature. 

I have here an affidavit by Mr. John Jordan, whois a resident of this 
city: 

District or CoLumBiA, Cily of Washington: 

Before me, S. A. Terry,a notary public in and for the District aforesaid, person- 
ally appeared John Jordan, who being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
lam thirty years of age, and have known Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty for over 
twenty-five years. The first | remember of her was when she was boarding at 
Mr. Jonabal’s. Iremember distinctly after that time that she was working at the 
arsenal, and was working there at the time of the explosion. I remember hear- 
ing my mother talk years ago of Mrs. Dougherty being hurt at the time of the 
explosion. I, however, did not see her wounds at the time, and can not say from 
personal knowledge that she was wounded there. I fully recollect that she was 
working there at the time and always understood she was injured by said ex- 


plosion, 
JOHN JORDAN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of September, A. D. 1888. 

[SEAL,] 8, A. TERRY, Notary Public. 

I next read a certificate by Mr. H. B. Moulton of this city, well 
known to many as being acitizen of this city who takes a lead and often 
is before the committees of Congress in reference to prohibitory legisla- 
tion for the District. He isa prominent gentleman, well known to thou- 
sands throughout the country. He says: 

WasuincTon City, D. C., July 26, 1888. 

My Dear Str: At the request of Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty, I hereby certify 
thatin the year A. D. 1864, I was the foreman of the laboratory in the United States 
arsenal, located in this city, and among the employés of that department of 
work was one Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty ; thatin the month of June of that year 
an explosion occurred in which over twenty ladies were killed, and many others 
injured, and among the injured was Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty. 

Very respectfully, 
H. B. MOULTON. 

Hon. H. W. Brarr, 

United States Senate. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of July, A. D. 1883. 

[SEAL.] S. A. TERRY, Notary Public. 

I will say that I have mislaid a more extended affidavit of Mr. Moul- 
ton, in which he goes on to say that he has frequently met this lady 
since that time. He was himself injured in the explosion. He met 
her soon after the explosion, when she had got out and he himself was 
about, and they talked over the subject between them, and from time 
to time since then he has met her and the subject of her injury has 
been frequently alluded to. He identifies her person fully as that of 
the woman who was injured in the explosion, and whom he has known 
ever since, and at whose request and in whose presence he made these 
statements. I have also the following: 

Wasurneton, D.C., July 11, 1888. 
To whom it may concern : 

It affords me pleasure to recommend the bearer, Mary Ann Dougherty, to the 
charitably disposed as worthy, meritorious, and of good moral character. Any 
courtesy extended to her will be appreciated and worthily bestowed. 

Very respectfully, 
EO. BANCROFT, 611 P street, northwest. 

I have another statement from him. Mr. Bancroft has been engaged 
and I think isnow engaged as a claim agentin the prosecution of claims 
of this and perhaps of other kinds against the Government. He is a 
man whom I have seen personally several times, and he appears to be 
a very respectable gentleman, as I stated before. He says that for 
many years he has known this woman; that she has been in reduced 
circumstances; that he has had occasion from time to time to assist her 
with charity; and that he believes her to be a thoroughly worthy, up- 
right woman, not an intemperate woman and not guilty of any im- 
moralities. 

I may say in passing that there appears to have been a little confusion 
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certificate. Here is the sister of Sergeant Campbell himself 
that certificate and the sergeant who was employed in the arsena 
that very time when the explosion took place, who says she v ed 
arsenal often where her brother was, and swears positively to t ler 
tity of this very Mrs. Dougherty who was prese I 








was given, and which was brought tome. Here, I say, is the sister « 










































‘ . , : i : t i . 
the same Sergeant Campbell who establishes the essential facts 
a . : és i i 
are controverted by the Senator from Missouri in his defiance to the | : t . 
committee and to all mankind to show that this case was otherwise | v t ‘ t id A 5 i 
than an absolute fraud upon the facts. Iam glad to see t! sre ; : ' 
. 7 . ~ ‘ ‘ A 
papers now attract the attention of the Senator from Missouri, b 3.1 
I do not think that he would defame a woman unn , wit 
telling the truth without an apology. 
: . : : hat } n 7 { r 
I will read the following: I} vi I [ 
i ? ; } . : t YY Ter 
GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. re capi re ‘ 
District or CoLumBIA, County of Washington, ss: } +’ y Vepa ‘ . ‘ re t e. ought w b . 
tt . . . ; . : ' i} told ¢t tt your : vere not found: but it peal ) 
In the matter of claim for pension and vindication of the charact f Mary Ann , a ; , _— , rs ppc 
Dougherty, pending before Congress. that int explosions 3 shown toi et n the ca 
O h day of August, A. D. 1888, personally appeared | re me, a no- vouchers and pape vere dest J 1, which a 
tar; n and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to administer oaths, ‘ about t 
James k, aged 39 years, whose post-office address is 819 Sixth street s ats 
we gton, county of Washington and District of Columbia, well known ere & 10Ul oe 
to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: ' ' 
On the 28th day of June, 1864, he was an employé of the Government and at : ‘ 
work in the arsenal at the time of the explosion on that day. He remembers : ; 
Mary Ann Dougherty, who was therein employed making cartridges, and re fl . ' I 
ollects distinctly that she was sever injured in the accident and while in the | « = hen? ae 7 7 
discharge of her duties: that. for some time thereafter she was confined t ri} “if ' 
house and bed under medical treatment therefor and to deponent’s knowledge | ; 3 
has never fully recovered therefrom ; that she lost a son in the Government | 
service, who was killed at the navy-yard in this city; that she isin reduced 
circumstances, an invalid, deserving, and merits the consideration of your hon- | ihe provabu ! t 
orable body. He turther declares that be has no interest in said case and is not | fan ! } t 
tn 8 and leads this ) i i ) 
concerned in {ts prosecution. 
TAS. WI listant part oi t ( I t I ) 
Cuas. W. DARR. istice was de et i ) 
District or CoLtumsBiA, County of Washington, ss f f drawn by } i) 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and | 1i ned b } 
I certi hat I read said affidavit to said affiant. inc! ing the sed and j He < | I t 
the words added and acquainted him with its conte f : i De ad 4 
same. I further certify thatI am in no wise interested in said ¢ s ’ 
rned in its prosecution, and that said affi is pers t I ( 
it is a ‘ lita le pers n. . . 
AL.] CHAS. W. DARR, ¥ ] . ; - 
all theattention of the Senate to this item of evidence bearing upon 
the very bitt the Senator from Missouri the other day, | ?™™ ‘ 
that this wo ive any son blown up or killed in the navy- : : I cae 
. . _ 4 _— at 
yard; that tha 3a fraud designed, as [ suppose he would say, ‘ : i to 
to excite the , soft-hearted, and perhaps soft-headed, | « 3 f w 


committees of Congress on the subjectof pensions. But here is theevi- | 


dence bearing upon that point, and perhaps there 
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‘ she was so engaged, and was one of the victims of said explosion. He further | been reiterated ever since, and corroborated by others. I have always known 


declares that he can well remember that after the explosion her son, a bright, 
ie |! intelligent youth, was given employment in the navy-yard, and that he was ac- 
mS cidentally killed, while in the discharge of his duty, in the year of 185; and | me 1 would not dare to doubt. 
further, that he has personal knowledge of the fact that at the time of the three 
days’ review in May, 1865, she had a little son who disappeared, and to the best 
of his knowledge and belief, has not been heard— 





this man could state them with the expectation that his statement 
would be sworn to. It failed to be formally executed. I have here in 
his handwriting, the same as his signature, the following: 


So that she lost two of her sons in the way described— 7 eee 
from since. All that is herein stated is given from memory, of all the facts and | E. 8. MORSE, 717 M street, N. W. 
circumstances; and he further declares that he has kuown the Mary A. Dough- | Mrs. MARY GOCKLER, 721 HM 
erty ever since, and can positively identify her as the same that was blown up street 
in the arsenal, and suffered as herein stated. I have no personal interest in this Miss MARY STEWART, 1508 Fifth 
matter, but give this testimony as an actof justice,and [am willing to be inter- | street, N. W. 
rogated by any one whom this may concern. 

sworn to and subscribed to before me on this — day of August, 1588, 

This is, as I said before, drawn by some one who knew the facts, and 


her as feeble in body and mind, and from what I have learned is certainly the 
result of an injury received as claimed. Anything Mrs. Dougherty would tell 


LAVINIA C. DUNDORE, 
717 M street, N. W. 


I think that is the name—a good handwriting anyway. 


Mr. M. G. FOX, 1137 Seventh street, 
N. W. 


M. FOLEY, 811 Seventh street, N. W. 
W. K. MARTIN, 321 J street, 8S. E. 
C. B. DOW DEN, 928 Seventh, N. W. 


I will say here in passing that Mrs. Dougherty came to me a few 
days ago and informed me that Mrs. Logan, the widow of General 
| Logan, would come to the Capitol and give me a statement or certifi- 
| cate in reference to the good character and good name of Mrs. Dough- 
| ay. It was a very stormy day and Mrs. Logan, as I understand, 
| must have left the city the day following the one I was to have seen 


3 ij I hereby certify that the bearer, Mrs. Mary A. Dougherty—I have known her a a i * : . ar ’ < : 
ti since 1888, ond ballove wheat sve dete fects tn Und Witkin te be trac. and that the | 2 = order, as I learn from the public prints, to leave the country on 
aj is truthful and honest, so far as I know. a visit to Europe. I do not know anvthing further in regard toit. I 
i Yours, respectfully, 118 MULLOY know Mrs, Dougherty came to me feeling very much rejoiced that she 
HE . . . See a would be able to bring to me, before it was neccssary to present this 
Bit! |) I will read a letter from Mr. Bancroft: e ' ; ; 
it? wr ee to the Senate, astatement from Mrs. Logan. Mrs. Dougherty informed 
i suineaton, D. C.,. 26, 1885. aa . 7 * a} 
a Lae SSREPOION wey ae, Sam me that on a former occasion General Logan had acted very kindly to 
; Drak Sir: Considerable controversy seems to be afloat regarding an act re- I : 3 beats a Tt haves hettan : +h what J 
Ei ; cently passed for the relief of one Mary Ann Dougherty, vetoed by the Presi- ler In Mapy ways, anc lave come to be leve preity mut 1 what Mrs. 
; dent, to whose petition therefor my name was signed, and not that of Hon. | Dougherty tells me without any body back of her. I will read another 
George Bancroft, the historian. Believing then. as I donow, that for hertroubles | - flidavit: 
. ailidavit: 
and the injuries she had received while in the employ of the Government, : 7 : . 
' I signed said petition after observing the names of the distinguished gentiemen District or CoLumsBiA, Washington City, ss: 


HA orable body. 
! Very respectfully, 


Hon, C. K. Davis, 
United States Senator. 


Ninth street, in this city: 
Mrs. WEAVER: 


ness. 


dence of insanity than a nearer cause. 
right itself, and fee] encouraged. 
Very respectfully, 


Senator BLAIR. 


city who have known her: 
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ee other. lam still of the opinion the case is meritorious, and instead of meeting 
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Mr. Bancroft informs me that in the preparation of this case, the col- 
lecting of these papers, he was connected with the transaction before 
the Department, and since that Mrs. Dougherty herself or friends out- 


side of his office have been the active parties, but he has known her and | since that time she has er me —,- a have g 
] . +i . shelter when she was out of work and had nowhere else to go. was keep- 

‘ollecte Orres n e, : ; . i 

collected the corre ponder ce with the offic ing the O-street eating-house for the market people during the time that Mrs. 


I have here a letter which I will read from Mrs. Kate Marr, 1827 


Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty has been here; she is very sick and will go to the 
hospital for a few days. She wishes me toask you if you will not go at once to | dent, and have no doupt of the fact. 
the man whom you could not see on account of his being sick, the one who saw 
her boy killed. Get his affidavit and take it to Senator BLarr by 2 or anyhow 
3 p.m. to-day, She was due at the Capitol to-day but is not able togo. If more | there. Surgeon Wells and his wife are now both dead. I also knew George 
atlidavits are necessary, she can obtain one from a Mrs. Moddus with whom she 
boarded when she worked at the arsenal, and she will be grateful for the kind- 


Mrs. KATE MARR, 1827 Ninth street. 
This is addressed to Mrs. Weaver, who is at the head of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance organization in this city, and was interested in 
this case, who, among others, made inquiries at the navy-yard. Here 
is a letter addressed by Mrs. Marr to myself: 


Sir: Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty, whom you have so kindly befriended in her 
efforts for relief, sent word to me this morning begging that 1 would write, 
stating that she was ill and not able to see you. I advised her to go tothe hus- 
pital for a few days, as I found her afterwards in a very bad condition. The 
poor creature was a servant in my employ at one time, and I have aiways feit 
the greatest interest in her and sympathy for her; indeed, going far enough to 
find excuses for her failing that always seems to me more the lingering evi- 


has been said to me that Mrs, Dougherty’s mind was so affected by her 
sufferings at the time of the explosion and since that there are recur- 
ring periods when she manifests some mental aberration. 

I will now read a certificate by quite a number of residents of the 


We, the undersigned friends and old neighbors of Mrs. Mary A. Dougherty, 
hereby testify to her good moral character from a knowledge of her for many 


GEO. BANCROFT. 


Dougherty worked for me. 





eration of Congress. 


[SEAL.] 

TUESDAY. 

Hon, Senator BLarr: 
Sin— 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 11, 1888. 


Statement made this the l4th day of August, 1888, by Martha A. Martin, residence 
No. 321 [ street, northeast, Washington, D. C., in the pension claim of Mary 
Ann Dougherty, now pending inthe United States Senate and which was re- 
cently vetoed by the President of the United States, 


Have known Mrs. Dougherty since L867. 
Mrs. Dougherty came there to get medicine. 
I first knew her, that she was one of the victims of the arsenal explosion, which 
occurred at the Washington arsenal in June, |8s4. I have seen the scars upon 
her person which Mrs. Dougherty says are the result of said explosion. I was 
acquainted with several other persons who were in said explosion and they 
have told me that Mrs. Dougherty was injured in said explosion. Mrs. Dough- 
| erty commenced work for me in 1877 and remained with me for two years, and 


My husband kept a drug store and 


i heard it said at that time, when 


} 


lad!y afforded her food and 





My son was nine years in the Navy as druggist, and was three years on the 
Wyandotte receiving-ship at the Washington navy-yard. I have heard him 
frequently speak of the xccident at the navy-yard which resulted in the death 
of the son of Mrs. Dougherty, and have heard other persons speak of said acci- 


Mrs. Wells, whose husband was a surgeon in the Navy, and was stationed at 
the Washington navy-yard, has said to me that Mrs. Dougherty’s son was killed 


Sylvester, M. D., who was the physiciin who attended Mrs. Dougherty; and he 
came to my husband's drug store for medicine, and [ have heard him speak of 
the said accident when Mrs. Doughcrty received herinjury. I believe that Mrs. 
Dougherty is a virtuous and respectable woman. I know nothing to the con- 
trary. Sheis a poor, unfortunate person, and justly meriis the charitable consid- 


MARTHA A. MARTIN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this l4th day of August, A. D. 188s. 


R. B,. NIXON, Notary Pubdlic. 


‘This is a statement drawn up by Mrs. Dougherty. It is not in her 
hand-writing, but I have also her statement in her own handwriting. 
The people who have drawn these papers are lacking in clerical sk:ll 
I do sincerely hope that her matter will | somewhat. I read oftentimes more than one document at the expense 


of a little repetition; but I do not feel any apprehension that the facts 


Mrs. KATE THYSON MARR will be too definitely understood if I repeat. 
1827 Ninth strect northwest. WASHINGTON, D. C., Seplember 11, 1888. 


Hon. Senator BLAIR: 


tion), 





I do not know what the failing here referred to is. I know that it Str: May I be permitted to approach you upon the subject of my unfortunate 
5 claim for a pension, which I might have obtained without the vilification that 


has been heaped upon me by the President’s veto (had I been in a sane eondi- 


I beg to impress upon your mind that] am nocommoncharacter. I was born 
in the county of Limerick, Ireland, on the 25th day of March, 1*40, and was 
sent to the United States by my honored parents. for a twofold purpose. ¢. e., 
that of an improvement in my health, and finish my educition; my dessnation 
was Mount Holly Seminary, Mount Holly, N. J., where I remained until in the 
year 1853, when without the sanction of my parents I married my husband, 
Daniel Dougherty, the ceremony having been consummated at St. Mary’s 


— ‘ : A z aa J as Roman Catholic Church. 
eS _ The police officer has written this addition to his former certificate I will say before proceeding further with this letter that Mrs. Dough- 
fi in his own hand: | erty, as I am informed by herself, is the daughter of a prominent physi- 
el From all I know of Mrs. M. A. Dougherty I believe to be a woman of good | cian in the old country. She came here, as she states, for the comple- 
a moral character. O xe » ae 3 . ea “he. os . 
aM JAMES MULLOY. JACOB MADERT, 1822 Seventh | tion of her education, and for the benefit of her health, in her younger 
Be | JOSEPH WILLIAMS, 2130 Seventh street. | days. ‘That she has had an unfortunate life, it is not necessary to ob- 
a Street Road. THOMAS B. TURNER, 1702 Ser- | serve, but she uses in the first part of this letter the expression that 
i JAMES A. FOLZON, Gao eet ent sven, he is no common character, and I think the woman is a woman of as 
i Road. M. T. BRIDWELL, 363 M street, | SH 1S DO Co aracter, S yao Woman & % ' 
i ROBERT CONDON, Seventh Street S. W. bright original promise as the average of women in this country. 
We Road JOHN F, QUIGLEY, 1102 Seventh A : : - lef ts atiiamion & - ; 
; . . . . ° . tthe breaking out of the war I was living in affluence, the fact of which I 
: i J. H. DAHL, Seventh Street Road. strect, S. W. can produce evidence. Reverses came, and we came to Washington, and my 
; f Then further: husband enlisted in a regiment of New Jersey volunteers. Now, I had six 
ie za ; children, four boys and two gir!s, all depending for support. Neeessity forced 
I have known Mws. Mary A. Dougherty for more than fifteen years, and | it, and I sought and obtained a situation in the United Statesarsenal. I worked 
have known her in connection with her pension claim. She has always been | there for some months, when, about the latter part of the month of June, 1864, 
@ truthful, honorable woman, and what I Jearned of her in the beginning has | there was an explosion occurred, in which I was severely injured, receiving a 
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fracture of my skull, a broken collar-bone, and asevere burning to my fiesh 
The explosion herein alluded to can not be forgotten, as there is a monument 
erected in Congressional Cemetery to the memory of the unfortunate ladies 


torn to pieces at the time of n y injury. 
Sympathy for me led tothe appointment of my eldest son to a situation in t 
navy-yard, where, in the line of duty, in the spring of 1865 he $a lentally 


killed by machiner 





My husband returned from the war a wreck of his former self, and we were 
living near the boundary in May, (865, during the “Grand Army review My 
second surviving son, a bright boy of six years, was k dnapped by some one 
supposed to be an officer in General Thomas’s corps, and though efforts were 


nuswie,and the President, Andrew Johnson, offered a reward, I have never heard 
of him since. 

As to my character, the President of the United States, I had thought, sh 
be the last man to assail it, as I have had no personal knowledge of him, prior 
to the time when I went into the White House, holding in my hand a hor 
shoe, and the President's first remark was, ‘‘What have vouin your han 
“*A horse-shoe,”’ | exclaimed, for “ luck, nothing more,” and then t President 
said to me, “I will remember your case and act consistently 

Now my character has been impeached asa ground for the t I was ar- 
rested, as all are liable to, but the records of the courts must show that I have 
been exonerated, and [ am at a loss to know why I was not investigated before 
the veto of the President, 

There are others whom I know could give positive evidence to the facts of 
my misfortunes, but they have personal considerations, as they hold office and 
fear—their names are sacred 

I wish to wrong no one, and even would helpan enemy in distress, but at the 
same time I will protect and defend my family name,which is beyond reproach. 

Very respectfully, 





veto. I ‘ 











Mas. MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 
Hon. Senator BLAIR 
This matter has been condensed. We could say more if the situation de- 


mandg it. 
M. A. D. 


As I said, this statement is not in her handwriting, but I have a 
statement in her handwriting. Some friends seem to have assisted in 
putting itas they thought in a more legible hand, I suppose. 

In this connection I will read her own communication to me. This 
was drawn with the idea on her part in one or two places that there 
should be the insertion of some of the documents that I have been 
reading, but I will pursue the reading as it is. 

MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 


I was born on the 25th of March, 1840, in the County Limerick, Ireland, and 
was brougiit to this country at an early age for the benefit of my health and to fin- 
ish my education. I was putin Mount Holly (N. J.) seminary, and was married 
from that place in 1853, in St. Mary’s Church, to Daniel Dougherty, and when I 
left there to come to Washington I hada family of six—four boys and two girls 
When about three months in this city my husband enlisted in t New Jersey 
volunteers, and I heard nothing from him until after my injuries in the arsenal. 

As I have just mentioned, I had obtained employment in tl! United States 
Government arsenal, throuch Colonel Benton, then in charg and was there 
about three months when the explosion occurred, and I was so injured by thi 
explosion as to be unable to work, and my son was put to work in the Unite: 
States navy-yard to keep my family from starving. He was there but a shor 
time when he was killed by an accident, and then, at the close of the war—the 
third day of the grand review—my second surviving son was ti 1 by an officer 
of General Thomas’s regiment by force, and I have never seen him since, 

As for being such a character as represented by the President, I can say that 
I was arrested but once with any charge against me, that of beating a police 
officer with his own club while he was misusing his wife, and two others 








i 
t 





which were dismissed—for selling liquor to soldiers of the Army during the | 


war. 

Which means these two other charges of selling liquor which she 
explains further on, and it seems sbe was dismissed without blame. 

After getting better, before I was able to work, I went back to the arsenal 
where I worked about a year when the work was about finished. At the sec- 
ond time I went to the arsenal Major White was paymaster, and my name 
should be on the pay-roll at that time. 

All these misfortunes were such that I was mentally prostrated and I was put 
in St. Elizabeth's. 


I will cill the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that 


it appears this woman was before the explosion and has been up to her | 


partial recovery employed, and for a while afterwards, 

Mr. COCKRELL. About a year? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 

I went back to the arsenal, where I worked about a year. 

I suppose there was work done in that arsenal after the books were 
destroyed, and probab'y she did some of it. She says she did. 


All these misfortunes were such that I was mentally prostrated, and I was 
put in St. Elizabeth's Insane Asylum and staid but a few weeks, when I was 
put in Providence Hospital, and from there I went to my home, which was 
being taken care of by my brother. 

When able to work I went to the family of Dr. Harword, now in Philadel- 
phia, and have been working in the families of several prominent people, well 
known here, and who will vouch for what I say here. 

Perhaps the Senatorcan huntthatup. She says here that her name 
should be on the pay roll, but I will suggest to the Senator that he 
will find that probably one-half the miscellaneous pay-rolls used in the 
Army during the war have been destroyed, and I am informed that to 
a very large extent the pay-rolls, papers, and vouchers which had be- 
come useless by reason of the lapse of time have been destroyed in 
these very Departments. 

[Hfere comes the application fora pension.] I have been from then until now 
trying to get a pension, and [ am almost worn to death looking for evidence for 
my benefit 

I most earnestly hope and pray that I may succeed to it now, for I fear this 
will set me crazy again—the libeling of an honest woman by a man who has 
no business to say such thi 

Yours, very respectfully, 








MARY ANN DOUGHERTY. 
I have another paper drawn by her in which she goes over the same 
ground. 
MARY ANN DOUGHERTY—HER ARRESTS AND THE CAUSES. 
I do as you bid me in writing out the statement of my errests and the reasons 
therefor— 
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I forget it, as ther 2 good deal in tl ter, I want to say 
th po e rec is hav been very « elully ¢ red a t! I 
t OK vith the assis oO erk \ ( wiotte Smith 
quite re iti ] 1 t she K o < t 
cas in Li« i S i t ¥ 
through this ge Y t 1 to 8 
presentt rn i \ ) t| M 
Dougherty rious ¢ 3a n I ‘ ‘ 
for aught I ey were proved, but t i M M (nn 
Dougherty that we are trying to get a pension for se sto hav at i 
all the way through an entirely innocent and unquest reputa- 
tion—arrested, as she says, but exonerated in ¢ very 1 ince: the 
time tor assisting to prevent a bratal and drunken police ofhecer tr 
killing his wife, and in the other two instances she now gives an 


count 


Idoas you bid me in writing out the statement of my arrests and 
sons therefor. You know already the assault on otticer eat 
wife) with his own club, in which case I was acquitied This was the first 


When my husband left for the war I had no means of support, and my 




























dren had to be fed and my rent paid; so, as I saw others yr I bought a half 
gallon of liquor, which was hardly in the house and b« e | had sold a drop, 
when an officer came in and took it from me, and I had to go with him and 
take my little children with me, as there was noone inthe house to care for 
them In the morning the case was dismissed, and en I returned to my 
home I found it had been robbed, as I had left no im « rge rhe p« a 
could watch where the liquor went but could not pr« ta person's property 

After this, I applied to Colonel B and through his k i <8 eded 
in getting work in the United Stat na About a month yetti 
situation, one evening a soldier car to y door and as d ra gia vh i 
I gave him, thinking he wanted to get a drink at the pump opposit Hie t 
took from his pocket a flask and then treated a companion, w h sw 
nessed by an officer, who arrested them and me a - ged to 
stay all night with my little ones in a cel In the n g ers re | 
had sold him no liquor, and this case was dismissed 

In the next case I was employed atthe Deaf and Dumb Institute and had 


r€ 
come into town to make some purchases, and then went tu a store to paya 








































and when I leftIl forgot an umbrella (w h belonged plover, M 
Ballard) and the goods I had bought I returned for the as toid that I 
had left nothing there; and when I attempted to vith 1e@ I 
keeper he bec oned for a polic oflicer, who arrested mie ider the npress l 
that I was another person well known tothe p i this time aiso | was 
dismissed [h » never seen the goods nor um af n that ® since 

This is the sul nee of my 

You have asked me about my childret One boy is ed in M t 
Cemetery, one in Mount Holly, N. J imy son J ‘ > was 
the navy-yard—I don’t know wh he is i I 
brother in the State of New Jersey, and 1 husband st ‘ 

Il was on a visit with him in Philadelphia, and I have 1 s i 

I have been to the reform schoo und Mrs. Sha nberger say . W ta 
letter from the priest and send it to you, but I will go out Sunday 
sure of it and bring it to you. 

| have been unable to write before, as I have the r : itism in my arm and 

| fingers 

I hope this is satisfactory, and that you can make us 

Yours, most truly 
MARY ANN I GHER 
{| And inclosed is this: 

I have heard no more about my husband and children until I re ved 
dispatches of the death of my husband (whe I tended to get j € 
not), and sine hen I have been trying to igh i my two 1 
but I am getting worsc > Pr has fixed me < and 
I will have to wait til f n t 

Mrs. Weaver, tl ad) referred to as prominent 1 the 
| Woman’s Christian Unior this city, gives me this statement 
. 
| WASHINGT D. ¢ July 7, 1888 
To whom it ern 

This rtify that Ihave known Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty several years 
Has bee rvantin my fami and It eve her to be sti y honest rh 
ous. She is industrious, and | believe es late reulated to be 
foundation. She has had a great de: ) < i has } ed 
against than sinning 

j M M.A. V AY 
Again: 
| Tasmameror, dori, 
| This is to certify that Mrs. Dougherty has lived \ ! for s 
illness compelled her to leave, and we found r capable and | ‘ J 
cerely hope she will find a home among good 
ELIZABI { SHALLED ( 
I have here written on a piece of paper which relates ¢ 
connected with the case, dated December 24, 1879 mething in regard 
to an application for employment on the back of it. It s 
long ago as that she was making very consistent itements in revard 
to the loss of her children in seeking employment I 
| ticularly as a certificate from a clergyman who may be k 
city: 
» ¢ 4 g 

This is to certify that Mrs, Mary Ann Dou semy . servant 
in our family four years ago and served tha I al months 
found her ustrious and faithful in her duties 

MELVILLE BALI RD 
ve known Mrs, Dougherty for some time past, believe that she is de- 
serving and can be trusted 
JOHN VAUGHAN LEWIS. 
Sr. Joun’s Cuurcu, December 24, 1879. 
| The pastor of St. John’s Church in this city at thattime. As it ap 
peared from these papers that Mrs. Dougherty is a Catholic, I i ted 


that she should bring me some testimony from the clergy of her own 
| denomination, for I suppose everybody understands that no Catholic 
clergyman will give his certificate or his indorsement from personal 
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knowledge or from investigation in a case of this kind unless he knows 
he is right; and she has brought me the following: 
GonzaGA COLLEGE, Washington, D. C., July 11, 1888. 
From the many references shown me by Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty, I should 
© @ person of a trustworthy character and capabie of performing 


whatever she undertakes in her line of usefulness. 
P. J. OOCONNELL, S. J 


Another pastor of hers to whom she has ordinarily confessed she told 


me, and who has known her longer and known her better, sends me |} 


the following from the same colleg 
Wasuinectoy, D, C vember 16, 1888. 
g : ’ 
7 il may ¢ rn 
nn Dougherty, w case can not fail to arouse the sympathy 
of every one who hears it, has been spoken well of to me by truthful persons 
who have known her for years and who have employed her. I think the aid 


she a s from Government is fairly and justly due her. 
E. A. McGURK, 8S. J., 
Pastor St, Aloysius. 

*. President, I have read these items of evidence atlength because 
1k they ought to go upon the records of this country along with 

ssailed this woman. I think that it can hardly be 
d that this woman is not vindicated. That the assanlt upon her 
reputation grows out of no primary malevolence towards her it would 
be entirely unfair to claim; but the thing has happened that this 
woman has been injured, she has been deprived of her pension when 
in a reasonable discretion she ought to have had it. Beyond that, she 
has been deprived of her character that has stood well in this com- 
munity evidently for a quarter ofa century, and I submit that it calls 
upon all those who have been instrumental in doing this injury that 
they make reparation. I trust the Executive will do so in as public 
a manner as he attacked her by a communication to both Houses of 
Congress to place upon the eternal files of this Government forever as 
an antidote to the injury which has been perpetrated by the veto, an 
injury to reputation as well as a deprivation of an all-important pecu- 
niary right which this woman was entitled to in the judgment of the 
Congress of the United States. 

[ might in this connection make some other remarks bearing upon 
the general topic of these vetoes, but I wish this matter to be consid- 
ered without politics and apart from politics. It is a personal affair 
which ordinarily could be adjusted in the courts, but which could not 
in this case be adjusted in the courts. It is a matter that appeals to 
everything just and natural in the most ordinary human nature, and 
that there may be no excuse for the reiteration of these charges or ef- 
forts of ingenuity and investigation in some way to impeach or weaken 
the force of this irrefragable testimony as to this particular woman, no 
effort to conceal the force of the testimony and to do this woman the 
justice that evidently upon the basis of these facts belongs to her, and 
that there may be no excuse to mix this case up with the politics of the 
country, I will forbear upon this occasion the general remarks which 
at some time I shall be glad to offer to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the President of the United States, 
as a matter of course, in vetoing this bill had no personal feeling in the 
matter, and could not have been actuated by any personal ill will. 
He vetoed it because he believed it was right to do so and because he 
believed that it was a frand. 

Some time ago the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS] made an 
onslaught upon the President on this very case, and it was then that I 
challenged the Committee on Pensions to bring in a report in favor of 
passing this bill over the President’s veto, and to-day that challenge 
stands unanswered. 

Now, in order to avoid that the Senator from New Hampshire bas 
come in here with a volume of hearsay testimony. He quotes what 
two of the ministers of the Catholic Church say, and comments upon 
it by asserting that they are always very careful in such matters. That 
is true, and now in each one of these certificates they do not speak 
upon any personal knowledge, and they so state. 

Mr. BLAIR. To what does the Senator refer? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To those two letters the Senator read from Cath- 
olic clergymen. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
facts positively. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am talking about the two Catholic priests 
whose letters the Senator read. Here is one: 

GonzaGa CouiuGer, Washington, D. C., July 11, 1888. 

From the many references shown me by Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty I should 


judge her to be a person of a trustworthy character and capable of performing 
whatever she undertakes in her line of usefulness. 
P.J.0°CONNELL, S. J. 


He does not know a thing about it; but she has gone there and spread 
a parcel of names before hit, and to get rid of her he gives that kind 
of a certificate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator assent to an interruption ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me say to the Senator that this woman tells me 
as to the certificate of the priest last read that he has very frequently 
been her confessor, and the other priest knows her well. It is not to 
be expected that these priests have employed this woman in their fami- 
lies or can give certificates as to her character from that process of as- 
sociation as the other parties did; and the Senator knows, as we all 





But the facts are sworn to by witnesses who assert 
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| ought to be a good woman. 


| were destroyed is entirely wiped out by the fact she alleges that she 
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know, that no Catholic priest would ever seemingly indorse any bad 
woman. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is noseeming indorsement about it at all. 
He just says she has presented good names and good testimonials, and 
The statement of the other priest is to the 
same effect. All this is mere trash, the i 
ondary and hearsay testimony ever subm 

Now, mark the point. This woman in her long and diffusive letters 
to the Senator states that’she was employed in the arsenal several 
months before the explosion in which she was injured, but she recov- 
ered; and she was employed in there again for a year. That settles 
this case. Ifshe was in that arsenal, her name is upon the records and 


pay-rolls; and the attempt to make the impression that those records 
} 


eriest bosh, the veriest sec- 





vas there a year afterwards. 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
Mr. BLAIR. There is nothing but the nak 
ator from Missouri to show that her name 
Mr. COCKRELL. Well, Iam not through yet; wait—— 
Mr. BLAIR. Except the fact that the records were burned up. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is just what I wanted the Senator to state. 
I have some papers that I will read in a few minutes, and they will show 
where her name is. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not remember the details or the facts bearing 
upon this case, but I would like to ask the Senator what there is in 
the case bearing on this woman’s right to a pension which involves 
her character. If she was not employed there, if she was not entitled 
to a pension for that reason, in what way did it become either neces- 
sary or proper by way of veto to impeach her character and place upon 
the record these charges against her moral character ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. She based her claim toa pension upon the ground 
that she was a Government employé in the arsenal and was injured in 
that explosion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I will show that that is false. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And a fraud, and that all the rest of her conduct 
is in accordance with that fraud. 

Mr. SPOONER. There comes the point of my question. Concede 
it to be false, and that for that reason the woman was not entitled to 
a pension, the point as I understand it made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire is that the veto should have proceeded upon that ground 
without any slander or impeachment of the woman and her antecedent 
and moral character. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is noslander of the women, not a particle. 
The President did not tell half the truth about her character. 

Mr. BLAIR. He did not tell any of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He told only a part, and nothalf the truth about 
her. 

Mr. BLAIR. He did not tell any of the truth about her. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He stated only a part, and every word he said 
was the truth—every solitary word. There never was such an effort 
made on the face of the green earth to bolster up a fraud as this is. 

Now, I speak plainly. TheSenator from New Hampshire has nailed 
the point. He tried to make the impression that the arsenal records 
were destroyed in the explosion, but now Mrs. Dougherty comes in and 
says she was there twelve months after theexplosion. Mark that point. 
She now says she had a son killed afterwards in the nayy-yard. She 
can tell where all the other sons who are dead are buried, but unfortu- 
nately the grave of that son can not be found. She does not know where 
he was buried. How did it happen that she knows so well where the 
others were buried and not that son? I say the son was never killed 
there. I reiterate and repeat everything I said with redoubled empha- 
sis when I challenged the Senate Committee on Pensions to bring in the 
evidence. I have got this case narrowed down to the exact point. 

The name ‘‘ George Bancroft’’ signed to her affidavit is not the name 
of the distinguished historian, but he is a claim agent, a pension agent, 
a pension shark, 

Mr. BLAIR. I assert he is as honest a man as either of us. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right; I have his record right here. I hold 
in my hands a report of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department accompanied by the testimony—House report 189, Forty- 
fifth Congress, third session, the investigation of the frauds that were 
attempted upon the soldiers of this country by a pack of claim agents 
very soon after the arrears of pension bill was passed. Here is a circu- 
lar that was issued and sent to every soldier in the country whose name 
and address could be found. This circular is on pages 8 and 9; I will 
not read it all. 

To the pensioners of the country: 


The undersigned pensioners of Washington, D. C., having been more thor- 
oughly identified with the prosecution of the arrears of pension bill than any 
others resident here, desire to present you notice of the fact that Capt. R. A. 
Dimmick, of this city, who came here three years ago for the sole purpose of 
securing the passage of this measure, the credit is entirely due for management 


d, bare assertion of the 
is not upon the record. 





Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 
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and organization n r upon the attention of ‘ ress li pr 1 bv ( YTeSS 2 
in educating the public, the press, State Legislatures, and other b« S . ; } ‘ ‘ ' 
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This is from A. G. Kellogg, commander, United States Navy: 
Equipment Orrice, Navy-YARD, Washinaton, Ju'y 20, 1888, 


Sin: Referring to the telegram dated the 19t& instant, from the honorable 
Secretary of the Navy, making inquiry as to a boy named Dougherty, said to 





have been killed by machinery in this yard some time between 1853 and 1866, 
I respectfully state that there is no record of such an occurrence in tuis Depart 
ment; neither have I been able to learn of any upon inquiry among the old 


employés, one of whom was Mr, Janes Wilson, who at that time was toreman 
of the anchor shop. 
Very respectfully, 
A. G. KELLOGG, 
Commander, United States Navy, Equipment Officer. 
Capt. R. W. Megane, U.S.N., 
Commandant, 
Here is another from Commander McCormick: 
OrpNANCE Orrice, Untrep Srates NAvy-YArp, 
Washington, D. C., July 20, 1888. 
Sin: Referring to your indorsement of yesterday on the Department’s tele- 
gram, regarding an accident toa boy named Dougherty, I beg leave to inform 
you that no mention is made in the records of this Lbepartment of any such ac- 
cident. end persons employed here during the period named have no recollec- 
tion of it. : 
{ am, sir, your obedient servant, 
A. H. McCORMICK, 


Commander United States Navy, Inspector of Ordnance, 
Capt. R. W. Mgeavre, U. 8. N., 
Commandant Navy- Yard, Washington, D, C. 
Another letter from William H. Butler: 
Curer Encrinercr’s Orrice, Usirep States Navy-Yarp, 
Washington, July 20, 1888. 


I remember a man by the name of “* Noble” fell while rigging a smoke-stack 
of ordnance foundry in this yard about thirty years ago, and he died soon after 
the fall and before he was removed from the yard. I was well acquainted with 
him and worked with him frequentiy. I never heard of him as Dougherty, and 
Ido not remember of a man by the name of Dougherty being killed in the navy- 


yard about that time. 
WILLIAM H, (his x mark) BUTLER. 
Witness of signature: 
Gro. F. WATERS. 
Here is one from Christopher Lewis: 


Cuirr ENGINEER’s Orrice, UNITED STATES Navy-Yarp, 
Washington, July 20, 1888. 

I came to work inthe navy-yard in the year 1854. I remember hearing of a 
man having been killed by falling from the ordnance smoke-stack about a year 
before I came to work in the yard as an employe. 

| was driving fora man by the name of Riley in 1853, and my work brought 
me in the yard frequently, and I was shown where the man fell soon after the 
occurrence. I was told at that time that the man who was killed was named 
Noble Dougherty. 

CHRISTOPHER (his x mark) LEWIS. 


Witness of signature: . 
Gro, F. WATERS. 

Mr. BLAIR. It shows that there was a man killed named “Noble 
Dougherty.”’ 

Mr. Cl ICK RELL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. When? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The man states— 

I came to work in the navy-yard in 1854. 

This was before the other Dougherty came there. 

Mr. BLAIR. Eighteen hundred and sixty-four I suppose is meant. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This says 1854. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no subject-matter of investigation back that 
far. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This statement goes back to the time when this 
man first came there to show how long he had been connected with the 
navy-yard, 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he state when Noble Dougherty was killed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

I was driving for a man by the name of Riley in 1853, and my work brought 
me in the yard frequently, and I was shown where the man fell soon after the 
occurrence. I was told at that time that the man who was killed was named 
Noble Dougherty. 

Mr. BLAIR. The other testimony is to the effect that this smoke- 
stack fell during the war, so that your date is evidently wrong. It 
should be 1864 instead of 1854. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right; it is immaterial about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me I will reply. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, 1 will hear the Senator if he wishes to 
speak. 

Pr. BLAIR. At 2 ’clock I wish to say a few things. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Here is a letter from J. A. H. Wilmuth: 
UniTrep States Navy-Yarp, Washingion, D. C., July 20, 1888, 

Sir: I respectfully report that log-book J (from 1863 to January 1, 1865) is 

missing. It has never been in my charge since I have been in the office. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. A. H. WILMOUTH, Mate, U.S. N. 

Capt. R. W. Mgapeg, U.S.N., 

Commandant. 

Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair), The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived the Chair is obliged to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce tax- 
ation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Missouri in his elucidation of this question or with the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and of course I will not interrupt them. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I shall only detain the Senate for a few minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall want four or five minutes to reply. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hold in my hand a letter from the Secretary of 
War of August 20. 

War Department, Washington City, August 20, 1888, 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d in- 
stant, inclosing a clipping from the Pittsburgh Dispatch relative to the case of 
Mrs. Mary Ann Dougherty, and requesting to be furnished with such informa- 
tion as the records of this Department afford relative to Captain Whyte and H. 
3. Moulton, who are mentioned in the article, and also thet application be made 
to the Navy Department for information relative toa sonof Mrs. Dougherty, 
who is alleged to have been employed in the Washington navy-yard and sub- 
sequentiy crushed to death in the machinery in one of the shops. 

In reply, I beg to incl.se a report of the 9th instant, from the acting Chief of 
rei giving the desired information relative to Captain Whyte and Mr. 
Moulton. 

With reference to Mrs. Dougherty’s son and his alleged employment in the 
Washington navy-yard, a letter wassent to the Secretary of the Navy, under 
date of the 13th instant, inclosing a copy of your letter and an extract from the 
powrensnes clipping, with the request that he would communicate with you upon 

1¢ subject. 

With reference to your request for any information which can be obtained as 
to whether the George Bangroft who signed the petition of Mary Ann Dough- 
erty is a nephew of the historian Bancrolt, I beg to state that it is believed that 
the person referred to is George Bancroft, formerly a clerk in the Internal Rev- 
enue Bureau of the Treasury Department, and at present a member of the firm 
< jancroft & Co., pension claim agents, No. 635 G street, northwest, 
this city. 

‘This George Bancroft is borne on the Blue Book as having been born in Eng- 
land and appointed from Iowa. He was in the division of which M~. Charles 
A. Bates waschief. Mr. Bates is still a chief of division in the Internal Rev- 
~— eee, and can doubiless furnish other information in regard to Mr. 

juncroft. 

The inclosure contained in your letter is returned herewith as requested. 


Very respectfully, 
4 R. MACFEELY, 
cling Secretary of War. 
Hon. F. M. Cockrer, . 
United States Senate, 1518 BR street, northwest, Washington, D. C. 


That inclosure was taken from the Pittsburgh Dispatch, to which the 
Senator has referred, and which I will have the Reporter copy and in- 
sert in my remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR. Whatis the substance of that article in the Dispatch ? 
I did not refer toit. I referred to the Philadelphia Times. What is 
this article about? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis an interview with Major McKee. 
ask the Keporter to copy it and insert it in my remarks. 

The article is as follows: 

[The Pittsburgh Dispatch, Pittsburgh, Sunday, July 29, 1888.] 


NOT ON THE BOOKS—A VERY CURIOUS FEATURE OF THE NOW FAMOUS MARY ANN 
DOHERTY CASE—HER NAME NOWHERE TO BE FOUND AMONG THE VOUCHERS OF 
THE PAY-ROLLS OF THE WASUINGTON ARSENAL—HER STORY STRAIGHT AS A 
STRING, BUT THE WHOLE BUSINESS SIIOWS A REPREHENSIBLE LOOSENESS OF 
AFFAIRS. 


I will 


WasuHIneTon, July 23. 


The one curious and mysterious feature of the Mary Ann Doherty case is that 
no record of the woman’s name can be found on the books of the Second Audi- 
tor’s Office, where the vouchers of the pay-ro!ls of the arsenal are kept. When 
Senator CocKRELL said, in uttering his defiance to Senator Davis, that he would 
undertake to show from the records that no such person was employed in the 
arsenal in 1864, many thought that it was a mere bluff. But CockRrE.LL is not 
that kind ofa man. Heis famous for posting himself in regard to the smallest 
details of a case, yet no one seemed to krow whether the Senator had searched 
the records or not. 

At the Second Auditor’s Office to-day no one knew of the search having been 
made in regard to the Doherty case. Thereupon the Dispatch correspondent 
procured from Secretary Fairchild a note to the Second Auditor, directing that 
athorough search be made for the namewf Mary Ann Doherty among the vouch- 
ers of 1864. As the examination was about to begin it was learned that a week 
ago Mr. John Cook, chief clerk of the Ordnance Department, had made some in- 
vestigation of the matter. Repairing to Mr. Coo« the correspondent was in- 
formed that at the instance of Senator CockR&.L he (Mr. Cook) had, with an- 
other clerk, made a most searching examination of the vouchers from October, 
1863, to December, 1864, and that the name Mary Ann Doherty was not to be 
found, Neither was it among the list of names of beneficiaries from the $2,000 
appropriated for the relief of those wounded by the explosion. 

‘The undoubted fact of the absence of the name from existing records was the 
chief basis of the President’s veto of the bill passed by both branches of Con- 

ress. 

. Now forthe other side. Mary Ann herself, who is 53 years old, tells a very 
straight story, and Captain Whyte is convinced that he and other officers signed 
the certificate dated March 9, 1880, only after they had ample evidence from per- 
sons acquainted with the facts that there was nothing fraudulent in the applica- 
tion of Mrs. Doherty. H. B. Moulton, a lawyer of unquestioned veracity, made 
aflidavit that he was foreman of the cartridge department at the arsenal June 
17, 1864, when the explosion occurred; that Mary Ann Doherty worked under 
him, and that he knew her; that she was badly injured by the explosion. He 
has no doubt that the Mary Ann applying for a pension is the Mary Ann who 
was blown up. 

There was plenty of evidence that notlong after the explosion the young son 
of this Mrs. Doherty was given a situation at the navy-yard. at the solicitation 
of citizens, on account of the injuries and impoverished condition of the mother, 
and that this boy, who was about 9 years of age, was caught in the machinery 
o. one of the shops and crushed to death. 

Mrs. Doherty's story is indorsed by Admiral Porter, George A. Bancroft, a 
nephew of the historian, and other gentlemen of equal reputation, who learned 
the story years ago, before this application for a pension was thought of. Yet 
with all this testimony, involving H. B. Moulton's positive assertion of the em- 
ployment of Mrs. Doherty at the arsenal at that time, no such name appears 
on the pay-rolls, and that is unaccountable, except upon two theories, either 
that she was appointed the ist of June and was blown up before the first day— 
in which case her name would not appear on the rolls—or else, admitting Moul- 
ton’s aftidavit to be correct, she was known to Moulton as Mary Ann Doherty 
and drew her pay under another name. . 

One fact that seems to have been generally overlooked is that the case was 
given among others to a subcommittee of the Committee on Pensions, of which 
Senator BLODGETT, of New Jersey, ischairman. Senator BLop@ett investigated 
the case and made a favorable report. It was upon the strength of this report 
that the bill wes passed. and therefore BLopGztr is really responsible forall the 
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wrangling that has been indulged in, the epithets that have been hurled at the | woman worked for the Government and was blown up and her life 


President, and the almost bloody encounter in the field of honor between 
Buatr, the Puritan, and BuTLER, the lire-eater. 


It has certainly become a very interesting as well as perplexing case, and all | 


the more interesting because both sides are preparing to fight it out on the lines 
already marked. As for Mary Ann Doherty personally, she is not an at- 
tractive individual. She has worked herself into a condition of excitement 
over her pension which untits her for work. She does nothing but gad about— 
often none too sober—and bore every one she meets with her story. But that 
has nothing to do with the truth or justice of the matter, and so the battle will 
be fought just as though she were the most charming woman in the world. 

I will next read a letter of General Macfeely, Acting Secretary of 
War, dated the 2ist of August, inclosing a copy of the communication 
from the Chief of Ordnance,which simply shows that Captain Whyte 
is a retired officer of the Army and was chief clerk at the arsenal, and 
that Moulton was employed at the arsenal. 

Wark DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, August 21, 1888, 
Sir: In response to your telegram of this date I have the honor to inclose 
herewith a copy of a report of the 9th instant from the Acting Chief of Ordnance 
in the case of Mary Ann Dougherty, which was inadvertently omitted from 
Department letter of the 20th instant. 
Very respectfully, 
R. MACFEELY, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
Hon. F. M. CocKRe.1, 
United States Senate, 1518 PR street, northwest, W 


ashingt n, D. ¢ 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, WASHINGTON, Augtst 9, 1888 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

The Captain Whyte referred tois a retired officer of the Army, and at the time 
of the explosion (June 17, 1864) he was the chiefclerk atthe Washington arsenal. 
In regard to H. B. Moulton, ourrecords show that.he was emp!/oyed at the Wash- 
ington arsenal in the capacity of laboratorian during the months of May, June, 


August, September,October, November, and December, 184, at wages of $2, $2.25, 
$2.50, and $2.75 per day, respectively. The records prior to May, 184, were not 
examined, nor were they after December, 1364. 

‘The names of all Government employés at the arsenal would necessarily ap- 
pear on the monthly pay-rolls, and the absence of the names of any persons 
from the pay-rolls would be evidence that they were not employed at the ar- 
oe CHAS. 8. SMITH, 

Captain Ordnance Depar!ment, United States Army, 
Acting Chief of Ordnance. 

These papers prove beyond the power of controversion that Mary Ann 
Dougherty was never employed in that arsenal and was never blown up 
in the arsenal, and never received one dollar of the $2,000 appropriated 
and paid out to the one hundred and twenty persons who were injured 
in that explosion, and there the records stand, and they can not be im- 
peached or overthrown by the hearsay, flimsy, whimsical statements 
that have been introduced here of men, women, and children in the 
city of Washington. 

Mr. GEORGE. TheSenator will permit me to ask him, are the rolls 
of employés in the Department for the year and month in which this 
explosion took place in this arsenal now perfect? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are, and the names of the one hundred and 
twenty people who received the $2,000 are all there upon the rolls. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me a word right there. He 
has produced no evidence whatever that at the particular period cov- 
ered by the explosion the records exist at all. He has produced gen- 
eral letters, but no records within that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave produced a letter that a search of the rolls 
in the Department shows that her name is not upon them, and thata 
search of the roll containing the 120 names of persons to whom the 
$2,000 was distributed shows that it does not contain her name; and 
that is all anybody can state. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator simply proves that this woman has re- 
ceived an additional wrong in not getting her share of the compensa- 
tion awarded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is wonderful with Moulton and all her friends 
at her back and $2,000 distributed out that she did not get any share 
of it. That is too thin. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will reply to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has demonstrated a capacity that no hu- 
man being ever possessed before or undertook to claim; that is, that he 
can prove a negative. We have brought here the affirmative evidence 
of witness after witness of the highest character, unimpeached and un- 
impeachable, and they swear to personal and direct knowledge of every 
fact that was alleged in this woman’s petition, and to every fact that 
is in controversy in this case before the Senate. The Senator knows 
that, and although he has exhibited a great deal more of modesty and 
of quietude of manner in the way in which he has offered this testi- 
mony than he did when he made the charges the other day, I submit 
that even now there is a greater amount of vigor in the manner in 
which he undertakes to perpetrate this fraud upon the country in the 
innocence of his soul than there ought to be. 

How is the testimony of these witnesses to be impeached? How 
are you to meet the testimony of the Admiral of the Navy and the 
dozen other high citizens of this country who made their certificates 
to the essential truth of all the facts contained in this woman’s peti- 
tion, which contained all the facts in controversy here before the Sen- 
ate? How are you to meet the assertions of Major McKee and Ser- 
geant Campbell, and four or five others, several of whom had personal 
knowledge and were there at the time, and swear that this identical 


j 





almost destroyed, and that she suffered from insanity for years after- 
wards, being able, however, in view of the destitution of her children, 
to render some service for about a year, but from the explosion until 
now an injured, a suffering, and poor, distressed, unfortunate woman, 
who is deserving of sympathy instead of this effort of a great Govern- 
ment to fugle itself into four more years of position by assailing a 
laboring woman, sick and poor woman, like Mrs. Dougherty. 

I did not anticipate just this style of meeting a case of this kind be 
fore the Senate. Let me remind the Senator from Missouri that if his 
sneers are sincere, the President himself did not put his veto upon the 
ground that the woman’s assertions of fact were not true; but when he 
was met in the Senate and in the country, before he was met in the Sen- 
ate with the protest of all decent people that he had no right to villify 
this woman, even though she was an outcast, assuming the truth ofall 
that has been charged and not proven, and which has been asseried after 
it was demonstrated to be false—assuming the truth of the whole of it, 
the President is an infamous libeler when he uses the great constitu- 
tional power he has to hand this poor woman’s name down to remotest 
posterity defamed and libeled unnecessarily. Her character was not 
in issue at all, and when this was called to the attention of the Senator 
and the President how did they meetit? They go to work and under- 
take to prove that this woman is a fraud, and after all this testimony 
has been offered they come in with this infamous charge sustained by 
negation, without any evidence at all. 

I suppose there is a better nature in every man; and if I fail to find 
that better nature, if I fail to reach it in the Executive, I shall infer 
that it is a minus quantity and not there. I come here and diseard 
all secondary evidence, all general comments, all outside matters, and 


| confine myself to the evidence in this particular case, and I have pro- 





duced here nothing but legal evidence, such as is made yse of in the 
establishment of claims before the Departrrents—the positive, direct, 
sworn testimony of witnesses who knew about this case, and who are 
not to be discarded and put aside by the fact that certain records of 
this Government have been carelessly kept or carelessly guarded, blown 
up or destroyed by fire. When I produce that kind of testimony, con- 
fined to the specific issue, how does the Senator mect it? He gets up 
and denounces not only this woman and her case as a fraud, but every- 
body connected with it as having come here and lied under oath, or lied 
in another way quite as guilty, by their letters and affirmations in 
writing. 

Here are persons whose characters are assailed besides Mrs. Dough 
erty. Mrs. Weaver is or has been at the head of the Woman's Cliris- 
tian Temperance Union of this city, a woman of as good character as 
there is on the face ot the earth, and she told me, as | understood her, 
that in her efforts to get information in regard to the death of this boy 
in the navy-yard she was treated discourteously by the officers, and 
was informed that this was getting to be a political issue and they must 
keep quiet. Mrs. Dougherty told me in regard to an all-important 
piece of testimony of a man who knew of the facts about the explosion, 
now employed under this Government, that he did not dare to tell 
the truth about it, because he had been warned by emissaries of the 
Government to keep still, that it was a political issue, and they must 
be careful what they said or they would lose their places. The dis- 
grace, the mantling disgrace of this whole line of statements of this 
kind that come to me is shameful. I hope to Heaven they are not true. 
There could be no motive whatever for these parties tocome to me with 
asseverations of this kind. 

Now, what does it amount to that certain officials do not find the 
records in the Treasury Department? I doubt whether if uhey were 
there they would find them. I doubt very much if they were there 
that they would find them. I doubt whether they would find records 
of this kind without some difficulty and prolonged search, and it would 
be the easiest thing in the world to overlook them if they were under 
their very eyes. 

I have come to believe, what I would not at one time have stated 
but for this persistence in face of the proof I have adduced, that there 
has been an amount of connivance and trickery and fraud perpetrated 
by those in the employment of the Government to victimize this woman, 
and put her in the wrong as against the veto of the President, that 
would shame the very denizens of the pit itself. 

The Senator inadvertently dropped out the word and told me the 
date was 1854, as though it was not a mistake in the writing as to 
when the falling of the smoke-stack occurred he other witnesses 
speak of it as something that occurred during the war, as I recollect. 

But he would put that occurrence long before the occurrence of 
another fact in controversy here. But here it seems was a man who 
remembered ‘‘ Noble Dougherty,’’ who was injured in this way by the 
falling of the smoke-stack, and the name is Dougherty. It would be 
marvelous if the name had been preserved in the records in any case, 
but here is this man’s recollection, a recollection coming from the othe: 
side, and along with that is the testimony of half a dozen wit nesses 
who knew personally about this matter; and this evidence, whic): will 
appear in the REcorD to-morrow, I commend to the careful « 
tion of every lawyer, yes, of every person of ordinary comme 
who can get access to it. 
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The Senator says he does not find anything down there in the rec- 
ords of the surgeon. Inmy belief—I do not know anything in regard 
to that—it does not follow that the boy was ever taken care of. Pos- 
sibly under the pressure of affairs in this Dougherty family he may 
have been dumped into the water and be lying at the bottom of the 
Potomac to-day. The woman says she does not know where he was 
buried, and the Senator sneers at her because in her insanity, in her 
illness and confinement in an asylum and under the treatment of the 
physicians there, at her home and elsewhere, she does not know what 
has become ot the body of herchild. God may have buried that boy’s 
body, and it may be found in the future under the guardianship of 
the same great Being who buried Moses on the mountain top; and the 
Senator may find possibly that this defamation to which he has made 
himself a party will be a very serious matter in some other tribunal 
where the boy will confront him and those who do injury to his mother, 
as does the Senator in his effort to defend his chief. 

The Senator begins a reply to this evidence by reading from some old 
manuscript or document the complimentary allusions made by soldiers 
in the employment of the Government to the services of one Captain 
Dimmick in obtaining the passage of the arrears-of-pension law. He 
does seem to have been exceedingly efficient, and these men sent out 
their request for contributions to a testimonial, Mr. George Bancroft 
indorsing it on the back. Do you suppose these soldiers, in their ef- 
forts to procure suitable testimonials to Captain Dimmick, himself a 
soldier, would attempt to palm off on the whole United States of Amer- 
ica the name of a single man and the name of one man only, George 
Bancroft, whose indorsement was not that of an honest man, calculated 
to give credence and support to their circular? The Senator says, un- 
doubtedly the whole country believed that that was George Bancroft, 
the historian. Is it any disgrace to this man to wear the name of 
George Baygroft, the historian? Is he to goabout the country explain- 
ing that he is not George Brancroft, the historian ? 

‘There is nothing upon the face of the paper signed by Mr. Bancroft 
in this case which would make it improper for a man to affix or sign 
his name to it. I thought it very likely it was George Bancroft, the 
historian. I sent for him, and he did not pretend that he was some- 
body else; he puton noairs. I then made inquiry outside, and I found 
that this same George Bancroft is a man of most excellent character 
in the city of Washington, whose associates are among the religious 
people, the churches of this city, and who stands, so far as I can learn, 
as well as any of them or any of us, and there is not the slightest rea- 
son on the face of the earth to suppose that he is in any way miscon- 
ducting himself in connection with this case; moreover, the evidence 
shows that he had nothing to do with getting it up, more than to pre- 
sent it to the Department. 

And so it comes to pass that these officers of the Government who 
claim to have personal knowledge that this woman has been blown up 
and was injured, and then these various other officers who know this 
by repute, having lived here in the city, understanding about it, make 
their certificate in regard to it, and the Senator would reply to all that 
mass of evidence by saying this man is not George Bancroft, the histo- 
rian. He may be a much better man, though I have high respect for 
George Bancroft, the historian, and no more honorable name exists in 
that great American history which he has written than the name of 
the author at the beginning of it. 

But the Senator took out the Pittsburgh Dispatch and was going to 

ad it, but his astute eye was arrested, and I thought he was not go- 
ing to read it, and did not read it. Hesaid he would have it printed— 
some of it—and I desired to know if it was to go into the Recorp. So 

I took the paper from the Senator myself, and now I will read it. 

The Pittsburgh Dispatch. Pittsburgh, Sunday, July 29, 1888. 

It will be borne in mind that this bears on the effort of the Depart- 
ment after the tumult had been raised to discredit the testimony of 
McKee and the rest of them, and to get them to say they never signed 
any such paper, and that it wasa fraud, an imposition. A big business 
for the Administration! Undoubtedly that is where the large part of 
the surplus has gone to. [ Laughter. ] 

NOT ON THE BOOKS—A VERY CURIOUS FEATURE OF THE NOW FAMOUS MARY 

ANN DOUGHERTY CASE— 

There was a twangin the Senator’s tone. I can not imitate that, but 
I will ask the Senate to consider that the twang isin as well as the con- 
tents of the paper. 

[The Pittsburgh Dispatch. Pittsburgh, Sunday, July 29, 1888.] 

NOT ON THE ROOKS—A VERY CURIOUS FEATURE OF THE NOW FAMOUS MARY 
ANN DOUGHERTY CASE—HER NAME NOWHERE TO BE FOUND AMONG THE 
VOUCHERS OF THE PAY-ROLLS OF THE WASHINGTON ARSENAL-—HER STORY 
STRAIGHT AS A STRING, BUT THE WHOLE BUSINESS SHOWS A REPREHENSIBLE 
LOOSENESS OF AFFAIRS, 

Not on the part of Mary Ann Dougherty though. No looseness in 
the affairs of Mary Ann Dougherty, a woman of unexceptionable char- 
acter. But there is no record here to prove the character of her assail- 
ants in that respect. They stand equal before the country, and I sub- 
mit it is time to produce affidavits in support of the veto and those who 
defend it against the charge of looseness in affairs. 

{Special telegram to the Dispatch.] 
WASHINGTON, July 28. 


The one curious and mysterious feature of the Mary Ann Doherty case is that 
no record of the woman's name can be foundon the books of the Second Audi- 


tor’s Office, where the vouchers of the pay-rolls of the arsenal are kept. When 
Senator CocKRELL said, in uttering his defiance to Senator DAVIs, that he would 
undertake to show from the records that no such. person was employed in the 
arsenal in 1864, many thoughtit wasa mere bluff. But CocKRELt is not that kind 
ofaman. He is famous for posting himself in regard to the smallest details of 
@ case, yet no one seemed to know whether the Senator had searched the rec- 
ords or not, 

At the Second Auditor's Office to-day no one knew of the search having been 
made in regard to the Doherty case. Thereupon the Dispatch correspondent 
procured from Secretary Fairchild a note to the Second Auditor, directing that 
a thorough search be made for the name of Mary Ann Doherty among the 
vouchers of 1864. As the examination was about to begin it was learned that a 
week ago Mr. John Cook, chief clerk of the Ordnance Department, had made 
some investigation of the matter 

Right here I want to ask the Senator to bear in mind that the cer- 
tificates he has produced cover all the records of the time from 1861 to 
1865, and they say in regard to all theso records that there was no 
Mary Ann Dougherty : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not a bis of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Between those months. I apologize. It was from 
nine months before to six months after the accident. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That is it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis in proof here and demonstrated by the concur- 
rent account in the testimony given in the investigation, a sworn copy 
of which I have put in from the Evening Star, that the records were 
blown up in one of these explosions and destroyed, and yet there is no 
exception made, and these papers do not show that any portion of the 
records are absent. If there were not two explosions, there being only 
a little inaccuracy as to date, then it was demonstrated that the records 
were not on file at all, for they could not be and never were there, for 
they went in the air before they could be filed at all, and if there were 
two explosions, what reason is there to suppose that they were not as 
likely to go into the air in the second explosion when twenty people 
were killed and a large number wounded, as in the first explosion 
that occurred, in which it is proved that the records were destroyed? 
Then, of what use are these certificates that the Senator produces here 
when they fail directly to note that any records whatever were de- 
stroyed, and carry to the country the impression that all records during 
the period in question were placed on file, and that therefore the name 
of Mary Ann Dougherty ought to appear? 

I submit that these records and these letters produced by the Sen- 
ator, which at best could only undertake to prove a negative, are so 
far impeached and invalidated by this pretense to cover everything, 
when it is demonstrated that there is much that they can not cover, 
because they were never there, that they should all be wiped out of 
the case. But to go on with the Pittsburgh Dispatch: 

Repairing to Mr. Cook, the correspondent was informed that at the instance 
of Senator CockRELL he (Mr. Cook) had, with another derk, made a 

MOST SEARCHING EXAMINATION 


of the vouchers from October, 1863, to December, 1364, and that the name Mary 
Ann Doherty was not to be found. Neither was it among the list of names of 
beneficiaries from the $2,000 appropriated for the relief of those wounded by 
the explosion. 


Now, right on that point the Senator makes an argument, as though 
it could be an argument of any consequence to meet this direct and 
positive and overwhelming testimony from a dozen witnesses, based on 
the circumstance that she failed to get the money that belonged to 
her. Does not the Senator know that in cases of this kind scarcely 
one-half of those who deserve and should receive reparation get any, 
and here this woman sick, in the insane asylum, and unable to attend 
to her affairs, and Mr. Moulton injured, and for many months unable 
to attend to anything, and these other workmen having enough to at- 
tend to to get a living for themselves they were not likely to hunt up 
this woman, nor were they in any sense responsible for her at all. 

The undoubted fact of the absence of the name from existing records was the 
chief basis of the President's veto of the bill passed by both branches of Con- 
gress. 

That was not so, because the veto discussed the facts as found by Con- 
gress and rejected the claim upon those findings, and then when we 
said the woman’s claim was good notwithstanding the veto, and when 
I and others criticised the fact that the President defamed the woman 
unnecessarily, even if she had no right on the facts to the pension, then 
it was that the Senator from Missouri came in and charged that all the 
proofs were frauds, the admitted facts sworn to by everybody, found 
by both Houses of Congress in this Congress and by the committees 
which reported on the case at the last Congress and a re-examination 
at the Pension Office, and nothing at the Pension Office ever developing 
anything to the contrary of the truth of all these three principal facts, 
the injury to this woman, the loss of one son by death in the navy- 
yard, and the kidnapping of the other. I say the Senator then came 
in and charged that what everybody had before, including the Presi- 
dent in his veto, taken to be true was a fraud. 

Now for the other side, and I will observe that the correspondents 
have a sense of justice and give both sides. That is the great saving 
feature of our American journalism; it plays the mischief with both 
sides and gets at the truth in the end. 


Now for the other side. : 
Mary Ann herself, who is fifty-three years old, tells a very straight story, and 


Captain Whyte— 
The man who was there in charge as chief clerk, and now a retired 
Army officer, and, as I understand, a graduate of West Point, blind, 
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seventy-three years old, wh e proof I have 
pres¢ nted— 
and Captain Whyte is con. dthe e 
dated March 9, 1880, only afte 1 sons a . t 
with the facts that th was n 
Doherty. 

I do not wonder when the Senator’s alert eye crept over this : 





ffom the Pittsburgh Dispatch that he was anxious to withhold it; that 






























he exhibited no anxiety to read it, and the more t t 
173,47 1 nae gent i and TY : } 

le 3s likely it seemed that we should ever get it, a 1 y 
to the Senator’s desk, and I, perusing it, found it t v1 

. . . » 7 
piece of evidence for Mrs. Dougherty’s sid 

H. B. Moulton, a lawyer of unqu 

That is what I said about hit yr said he v f 
a lawyer of unquestioned verac , made affidavit t he w 
cartridge department of the arsenal June 17, 1564, when the exy on occ 
that Mary Ann Doh y worked under I and that he knew her; that s 
was badly injured by the explosion. I as no doubt that the Mary Ani 
lyi for a pension is the Mary Ann who was blown up 

re was plenty of evidence that not long after the e 
Mrs. Doherty was given a situation— 
the Senator from Missouri know that there w: 

nce right here in his possession from these witn s that he pro 
Thy 7 r+ ; y 7 
duced and put on record ?— 

There was plenty of evidence that not long after the ex ‘ e you i 
of this Mrs. Doherty was g as tion at t iat t 
tion of citizens— 

They can not find that petition of the citizens eith I supp 
on account of the injuries and impoverished condition of t ot he l 
this boy, who was about nine years of age, was caug t I uine 
of the shops and crushed to death. 

There is ler , f evidence—these yrrecr ndents find MT 

here 1s plenty of evidence—these correspondents lind i 


Dougherty said the same thing—a great inventor Mrs. Doughert: 
has invented all this history and got all the responsible members of th 
Army and Navy, nearly, in this city to certify that her story is tru 
and yet it is a falsehood ! 

Mrs. Dougherty’s story is indorsed by Admiral Porter, G« 
a nephew of the historian. 

It seemsin my conversation with Bancroft something of that kind d 
drop out, that he was a remote connection—he did not emphasize that 
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he was one atall. Iasked him what this George Bancroft business 


meant. He said it was a good name and belonged to him and he u 

it, and I cou!d not see why he had not the right to his own name. 
But I found out that he led the singing in several of the churches, that 
he stood first rate in the Sunday schools, and I thought he mig} 
bly tell the truth, even if he was not the historian Bancroft himself. 


A nephew of the historian— 


I state this on the authority of the correspondent now- 
and other gentlemen of equal reputation, who learned the story 
fore this application for a pension was thought of. 

Just think of that, all these people are inventing this story to per 
petrate a fraud upon the country long before the perpetration of th 
fraud was throught of ! 


Yet with all this testimony, involving H. B. Moulton’s positive ass 
the employment of Mrs. Doherty at the arsenal at that time, 





NO SUCH NAME 
appears on the pay-rol! 
The name went up in the same smoke in which disappeare 
rolls themselves— 


1 the pay- 


and that is unaceountable, except upon two theories: cither that she was ap- 
rons the ist of June, and was blown up before the first day, in which case 
1er name would not appear on the rolls; or else, admitting Moulton’s affidavit 
to be correct, she was known to Moulton as Mary Ann Doherty and drew her 
pay under another name. 

What is to be said of that? Moulton states that she was known as 
Mary Ann Dougherty; he put her name upon the pay-roll; and the 
other solution which is suggested here is perhaps the true one. Of the 
other two theories which I suggest, either one would account for it. 
One is that the clerk in his search at the Department failed to find 
her name on the roll, if the name was there, and the second is, that in 
the second explosion rolls were as likely to be destroyed as in the first, 
and it is demonstrated that in the first the rolls were destroyed. And 
these Government certificates fail to take notice of amy destruction of 
rolls whatever, yet the Senator from Missouri would have us believe 
they have got all the names of persons that were in the employment 
of the Government during that period, notwithstanding the proven 
destruction of a part of the rolls in at least one explosion, and undoubt- 
edly in both, if there was more than one. 


One fact that seems to have been generally overlooked is that 
given, among others, to a subcommittee of the Committee or 
which Senator BLopGett, of New Jersey, is chairman. Senator E: 
vestigated the case and made a favorable report. 

It might have been said that it was also investigated in the last Con- 
gress, and Senator SEWELL made a favorable report also. 

It was upon the strength of this report that the bill was passed, and therefore 
BLopeGetr is really responsible for all the wrangling that has been indulged 
in— 

Perhaps t 
Jersey— 


the <pithets that have been hurled at the President, and the 





1at accounts for what is said to be the difficulty over in New 
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of such extra work and material, in which he claimed for the same the sum of 
$12,685.20. 

e Another statement made by Willbur, in February, 1878, presents a claim on 
account of the same matters, amounting to $47,159.62. 

This claim, so variously stated, is based upon the allegation that tiling and 
frames of greater thickness than were required by the contract were put in the 
building. Although it is insisted by the claimant that these thicker tiles and 
frames were directed to be put in,or at least accepted by the person having 
charge of the construction of the building for the Government, 1 hardly think 
it will be seriously contended that the claimant has any legal claim against the 
United States 

But, with a view of discovering whether, upon equitable grounds, the claimant 
should be paid anything by the Government for glass and iron of greater thick- 
ness than its contract with Bartlett, Robbins & Co. required.and which had 
been put in its building by their subcontractor, the Secretary of the Treasury in 
1884 appointed a committee of three persons to examine and report upon this 
claim of Willbur’s,“* with a view of determining what portion, if any, it is 
proper for the Government to pay.” 

On the 2th day of January, 1885, this committee made a report, by which 
they determined that there should be paid to the claimant on account of the 
matters alleged the sum of $1,214.90. 

This report was based upon the measurements, examinations, and estimates 
of two experts, one selected by the claimant and the other by the committee. 
The report was transmitted to the House of Representatives by the Secretary of 
the Treesury and an appropriation asked to pay the amount awarded. 

Bat Mr. Willbur was not satisfied, and on the 6th day of January, 1885, ad- 
dressed a communication to the Secretary of the Treasury, in which this pas- 
sage occurs: 

“I shall insist on a remeasurement of the entire work, as this is vital tomy 
claim, The excess which I furnished can only be ascertained by weight in- 
stead of by measuring the thickness of the plates and frames.” 

At the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress and early in 1886 this claim 
was before the Senate Committee on Claims, and at the instance of the com- 
mittee this work was again examined by experts, who came to the conclusion 
that the claimant was entitled to the sum of $45,615.67 for the extra work which 
he had performed and materials furnished. 

It is only alleged that the glass tiling and frames actually put in the building 
were slightly thicker than those required by the contract, and this alleged in- 
creased thickness seems to be fairly represented in a general way by the claim 
that some of the glass and frames which were required to be 1 inch thick were 
actually putin 1} inches thick. 

Upon this statement it must be admitted that the sum above stated as the 
value of this extra thickness is somewhat startling. In the language of the re- 
port upon this bill by the Supervising Architect, * a claim of $47,15v,02 for such 
slight excess on work, the price of which was $35,217.57, is hardly entitled to 
consideration.”’ 

The claim, as well as the award of the experts last named, reach their aston- 
ishing proportions by the application of weights to the question in the foilow- 
ing manner: A certain area is measured. A square foot of the tiling actually 
put in is weighed, and a square foot of the tiling required by the contract is 
also weighed. Both these weights are multiplied by the area, The lesser ag- 
gregate weight is deducted from the greater, and the difference is divided by 
the weight of a square foot of the lightest tiling, thus reducing it to square feet 
of such lightest tile. These square feet are multiplied by the price agreed to be 
paid by the contract for exch superficial foot, and an item of extra work is de- 
termined, Thus additional weight in constructed and finished tiling is con- 
verted, as far as price and measurement are concerned, into finished tile, which 
more than doubles the quantity actually laid down. 

This can not be right. And yet the bill herewith returned directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to settle this claim for extra work upon the basis of the 
report of the experts who have adopted this mode of adjustment; or, if not 
satisfied with their report, he shall within thirty days from the passage of the 
act cause a reweighing of said material to be made by two sworn experts, one 
to be appointed by him and one by the claimant, and a third to be appointed 
by these two,in case they can not agree. The biil further provides that he 
shall then pay to said Willbur the difference of excess in weight and superfi- 
cial measurement as found by said experts between the illuminated tiling and 
frames furnished and that contracted for at the contract prices for such work 
and material, 

There are features of this claim which suggest suspicion as to its merit. In 
any view of the matter I regard the ciaimant as seeking equitable relief, He 
is not entitled to dictate the rule by which his claim is to be adjusted; and he 
should be quite satistied if the officers of the Government charged with the 
settiement of such matters are permitted by the Congress to afford equitable 
relief according to such rules and methods as are best calculated to reach fair 


results, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 





EXecuTive MANsIon, October 12, 1888, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY K. RICHARDS—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
Zo the Senate : 


Ireturn without approval Senate bill No. 3306, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mary K. Richards.”’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill applied for a pension on the I4th day of No- 
ven. ber, 1878, and the same was rejected in April, 1879. Her claim has lately 
been re-examined, and since the passage of the bill herewith returned she has 
been allowed a pension by the Pension Bureau, it having been there determined 
that the former rejection wae a manifest error. 

With this action of the Pension Bureau I entirely concur. 

I therefore venture, notwithstanding the persistent misrepresentations of my 
action.in similar cases, to mone | a this bill upon the ground that this deserv- 
ing beneficiary will receive under the action of the Pension Bureau a much larger 
sum than she wouldif such action was superseded by the enactment of the pro- 


posed special statute in her behalf. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANsION, October 15, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, there are some observations in this 
veto message upon which I wish to comment. ‘The President of the 
United States reiterates his former assumption of unusual anxiety for 
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the rights of soldiers in like cases, as he states, by saying that he vetoes 
this bill in order that the applicant may receive a still higher reward 
from a grateful country. 

This is a case where a rejection has occurred, and in consequence of 
that rejection application is made to the two Houses of Congress. The 
investigation by the two Houses of Congress in this case calls the at- 
tention of the Pension Office to the injustice it has wrought, and rather 
than submit further,as in many instances,to the admonition and some- 
times severe reproof contained in the reports of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, the Pension Office reviews its previous act of injustice, admits 
its error,and allows the claim. Meanwhile the matter proceeds in the 
halls of legislation. At last, when it reaches the President he makes 
the result at the Pension Office, which is caused by this action of the 
legislature of the country, the basis of claiming an unusual virtue in 
himself, It is not the first time that this has been done. It is not 
the first time that the President himself has gone to the country upon 
this improper pretense. 

I wish to call attention to a similar case reported in the last Con- 
gress—the case of Newcomb Parker—which I had occasion to review. 
] shall read the report in that case upon the veto message. Wehave found 
it impossible to obtain the two-thirds vote in former Congresses in 
these vetoed cases, and that is the reason why the time of the Senate 
is not taken up by the reporting of them back and the interminable 


| discussions which never could result, no matter how just the case, in 
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securing the two-thirds vote necessary in the two Houses of Congress. 


The majority of the Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, returning Senate bill No. 1077, grant- 
ing a pension to Newcomb Parker, with his objections to the passage of the 
same, have considered the message, and reconsidered the bill and the evidence 
in support thereof, and report: 

This is really an interesting case. The claimant filed his declaration January 
7, 1580, six months before the expiration of the limitation for arrears, so that if 
grented he would be pensioned from the inecurrence of the disability, and be- 
come entitled to considerable money. He proved that he had suffered from a 
broken ankle received in line of duty, and there was no doubt about it. 

‘wo special examiners successively reported in favor of the claim. There 
must have been parties in the Pension Office who resented these favorable re- 
ports of their own agents. If two favorable reports result in rejection, how 
many are necessary to secure the admission of a claim under the rules of the 
Pension Office? Where the reports continue in a man’s favor why should the 
office interrupt the flow of good results by interposing a rejection? It would 
seein that the best chance of success is to have a bad case, since verdicts for the 
plaintiff turn him out of court. 

This is not an obscure case either, for the certificate of disability shows that 
claimant was discharged for this very permanent hurt ‘‘ bv reason of an old ir- 
reducible dislocation and fracture of right ankle-joint, received at Fort Totten, 
District of Columbia. Is unfit for duty in [Invalid Corps.” 

A permanent incurable hurt, contracted in the service, is proved by their own 
records, and then proved again by two reports of their own agents, who must 
have known better than to do justice if it could be avoided when their work had 
to run the gantlet of such official supervision at Washington. 

Well, the result of all this demonstration was the rejection of the claim No- 
vember 10, 1885,0n the ground that claimant “is unable to prove that he con- 
tracted or had any disability in the service that he did not have prior to enlist- 
ment,’ and the claimant was notified accordingly. Whereupon, January 14, 1886, 
Senator EpmuNps introduced the following bill (S. 1077): 

* That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Newcomb Parker, late of Company K, Eleventh 

tegiment of Vermont Volunteers.”’ 

Which, on the 15th day of April, was reported by the Committee on Pensions 
to the Senate without amendment, and the following statement of facts sub- 
mitted in support of the bill: 


[Senate Report No. 561, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 1077) granting 
a pension to Newcomb Parker, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant, Newcomb Parker, late private of Company K, Eleventh Ver- 
mont Volunteers, enlisted August 14, 1862, and was discharged February 8, 1864. 
He made application for pension January 7, 1830, alleging dislocation of right 
ankle by a falling stockade at Fort Slocum, District of Columbia, about Janu- 
ary 1,4864. The claim was rejected November 10, 1885, on the ground that the 
claimant is unable to prove that he contracted or had any disability in the serv- 
ice that he did not have prior to enlistment. 

Jt appears from the report of the Adjutant-General that this soldier was dis- 
abled by reason of lameness from the fracture of ankle-joint December 31, 1863, 
and that on February 8, 1864, was discharged for disability, but when and where 
fracture of ankle ovcurred the records do notshow. The certificate of disabil- 
ity for discharge is, however, on file, and states that he was fouud unable to 
perform the duties of a soldier because of old and irreducible dislocation and 
fracture of right ankle-joint received at Fort Totten, District of Columbia, and 
unfit for duty in Invalid Corps, discharged at his own request, disability one- 

uarter. 

.: The last examination by a medical hoard, August 6, 1885, rates the disability 
by reason of injury to right ankle at total. 

The claimant has entered evidence of several parties who knew him before 
enlistment, showing that he was then a sound man and had no difficulty with 
his ankles, and also testimony as tothe incurrence of the disability in the serv- 
ice. 

The report of a special examiner, dated October 23, 1885, which closes as fol- 
lows, is also on fille: 

“ From the testimony in this claim I am of the opinion it is one of merit, and 
therefore respectfully recommend it for admission.” 

The report of another special examiner, in which a large amount of testimony 
was taken, dated August 4, 1885, is also on file in which he states: 

**I think there is merit in the claim for injury of right ankle, and that on that 
account it may be admitted.” eg 

It would seem from this evidence that there can be no doubt that this disa- 
bility was incurred in the service, and that this case should properly have been 
admitted as recommended—as recommended by the special examiners—in the 
Pension Office. Why it was not so admitted does not appear from the papers. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


On the 2ist of April— 
I ask attention to the dates, to see how an effort is made by the vete 
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message to put Congress 1n a false position, just as I doubt not is the 
case now before us— 

On the 2!ist of April the bill passed the Senate, and on the 
passed the House of Representatives, was enrolled June 14, an 
President for his approval on the 2lst of June, whereupon I 
were had as the following letter indicates to be usual in such cases It will be 
observed that enrolled biils can not come to the possession of the Interior De- 
partment save from the custody of the President, who receives them f 1 Con- 


rress, 








From letter in other cases, June 14, 1886 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


* 2 8 


‘Srr: I send hereby enrolled bills as follows Please cause the same 
to be critically examined and report to this Department whether in your opin- 


ion any objections to their approval are known to exist. In cases where objec- 
tions exist they should be specifically set forth 


‘Very respectfully, 


‘The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS.” 

Does the President review the evidence for himself, asking the Sen- 
ate for it? If he saw fit to do so, he could get the papers from the 
Senate, although we find it impossible for us to get public documents 
from the Executive when they are essential to the performance of pub- 
lic duty. We have asked for them and hunted for them carefully for 
some years and have failed toget them. If heasked he would readily 
get the additional evidence often in possession of the Pension Commit- 
tees of Congress. These bills coming to him, enacted by both Houses 


of Congress, instead of reviewing them for himself or appointing some 
independent tribunal that has not already been overruled, he sends 


them back to the very source of the injustice that is complained of. 
and asks the Pension Office to say whether they can find any objection 
to the action of Congress, when that action is a re-proof of their inaceu- 
racy or their own wrong. 

February 6, all the paperson filein the Pension Office in this e were called 
for and sent tothe S e committee, and April 15 were returned tothe Pension 
Office. 

















Being now in possession of the Senate report and of the papers r 
April 15, and of the enrolled bill from the President, and his demand for the 
facts, the Commissioner overhauls the performances of his subordinates in this 


case, and the following report of the evidence on file is the result. It wil! be 
observed that this document itself proves that it is made after the Senate action 
took place, and was known to the Commissioner, who personally examined 
this case, as a document printed herewith, containing, as it does 
‘The papers were sent to the Senate Committee on Pensions I 
and returned April 15, 1886."’ 

No, 335797. Newcomb Parker, Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers 

Claim was rejected November 10, 1885, on the ground that clain 
to prove that he contracted or had any disability in the service that he di 
have prior to enlistment. 

Soldier enlisted as private August 14, 1862, and was transferred to One hun- 
dred and twenty-ninth Company, Second Battalion Invalid Corps, December 
31,1853, at Clifburn Barracks, by reason of lameness from fracture of ankle-joint 
and flat foot. Discharged February 8, 1864, for disability. 


ese words 


ary 6, 1886, 









lant is unabie 








Certificate of disability shows that he was discharged by reason of an ‘‘old 
irreducible dislocation and fracture of right ankle-joint, received at Fort Totten, 
District of Columbia, is unfit for duty in the Invalid Corps, and lischa lat 
his own request; disability, one-fourth.” 

Kegimental records not on file. 

Claimant alleges in declaration filed January 7, 1880, that a t nuary 1, 





1864, at Fort Slocum, District of Columbia, he had his right ankle dis ed by 
the falling of a stockade. 

In deposition before special examiner he states that as near as hecan remen 
ber, it was in October, 1863, at Fort Slocum, District of Columbia, a detachmen 
of his company were engaged in strengthening the earthwork by drivi 
stockade. He was on top of the parapet handling one of the timbers, when 
slipped and fell into the ditch, and the timber came down on him ar 
his right ankle. Was picked up by his comrades and taken to regimental hos- 
pital, which was between Fort Totten, where Company K was stationed, and 
FortSlocum. Never had any trouble with his feet or ankle prior to enlistment, 
and has never received any injury to right foot or ankle since discharge, but 
admits an injury to left hip by being squeezed between two cars in 1873 or 1874, 
Was stripped and examined at enlistment. 

Special examiner reports not reliable. 

Moses Demarse, late private Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers, testi- 
fies that in the fall of 1863, at Fort Totten, he had just come off of picket duty 
and he saw claimant lyingin his bunk, and he had crutches made for him. He 
said, and they all said, that he was hurt coming off the bomb-proof at Fort Tot- 
ten. He wasall right when affiant went on pickett duty, and was lame when 
he returned. His ankle was not broken, for it was not in splints, bat it was 
badly swollen, and a kind of black color and bruised. His kind of flat 
when he enlisted, but he used it perfectly well, only it turned « t little more 
than the other. Can not say which foot it was. 

iteputation good, by special examiner. 

Nathan K. Martin testifies that he was a member of Company K, Eleventh 
Vermont Volunteers, and claimant seemed al! right at enlistment, except that 
he had a twisted ankle and flat foot. Claimant was examined at enlistment at 
same time affiant was. Remembers that in the fall of 1863, when the defenses of 
Washington were being strengthened, claimant was at work, and in some way 
got his ankle strained. He was in line of duty. Does not remember the cir- 
cumstances of the injury, only that he was at work on the fortifications. 

Julius Gaudant testifies that he was a private in Company K, Eleve 
mont Volunteers, and knew claimant from boyhood, but had not seen him for 
several years prior to enlistment. Did not notice that he had any trouble with 
his foot or a peculiar walk at enlistment. Remembers that late in the fall of 
1862 (same year they went out) they were building stockade | cks,and in 
some way claimant got his foot, ankle, or leg hurt, and it ma him lame for 
along time. Did not see him when he was hurt, but did see him five minutes 
afterwards, and he said his foot or leg was hurt, and started away, limping 
Claimant was made lame in 1862,and laid around camp for more than a year, 
doing nothing. Claimant's allegations were read to affiant, and he states that 
he does not remember the injury at all that way, and only recollects his state- 
mentabove. Remembers that when claimant was hurtsomebody said, **‘ Newk’'s 
leg is broken ;"’ and the boys said, ‘‘ He is only fooling to get rid of work.’’ But 
affiant did not afterwards, for he would not have kept it up so long, and he kept 
getting worse. 

Allen S. Fleury testifies that he was a member of Company K, Eleventh Ver 
mont Volunteers, and has known claimant ever since he wasachild,and knows 
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that as a boyand young man he wasan active, athletic f wand nev ced 
ny difficu in getting around. Cannot say his own personal knowledge 
that claimant received any injury e servic knows that he was transferred 
to the Invalid Corps for lameness, and that was lame around camp for a con 
side able t fore he was transferred Vhile he hasn ersona!l knowledge 
of he ame, yetthere isan impression on s mind that he washurt 
somehow ¢ locum in the fall of 1863 Whether that impression was made 
from facts within his « i knowledge, or from having $ matter talked up to 


h 

he can not say 

At Fort Totten they used to play ball a vd ce and simant was quite ac 

tive; but there was atime w) 1 

ant’s statement was read to 1 

feature of the narrative 
‘Good. 


him 








George H. Soules, late lic enant, Con anv K, Eleventh Vermont V« 
states, in areply to a letter from this office, that he remembers clain 
duty at Fort Totten in 1863 on accountof his foot and ankle being bad Asto his 








being sound at enli rent, knows that he was stripped and examined, and he 
supposed that was good evidence of soundness. 

M.S. Lillie, late private Company K, Eleventh Vermont \V 
in reply to a letter from special examiner, that he remembers Parker, and was 
on duty with him when he was injured, and he never did any duty afterwards 

Thinks it was his hip or ankle that was injured by a small tree hitting him 
but can not recall the particulars to mind 

Che surgeons of the regiment have | 
remember claimant 

Henry C. Hill, postmaster, Isle La Motte, Vt., testifies that he has known 
claimant since he was a boy, and prior to 1862 he seemed to have some trouble 
with his ankles and he had a flat foot f 





lunteers, states 


eeu corresponded with, but they fail to 


He walked with the r'ght foot more 
turned than the left and it was flat, broken down in the instep so that there was 
no hollow; sold him boots from the time he was old enough to wear them until 
he enlisted, and he walked on the “ ier side”’ of his feet, but he turned the 
right foot more than the other, wore it out on the inner side of the sole, and 





broke down the shank directly. It is reported that he has met with two or 

three accidents on the r 

this matter. 
Polly A. Ge 


} 


1ilroad since the war. He has no bias or prejudice in 





‘ll testifies that she is claimant's sister, and that when he w 
i ars old he fel! off a car and sprained his ankle; it was not 
broken, and he got well in a little while, and never was a cripple until he came 
home from the war. He never had a flat foot until he came home from the 
Army, and always wore his boots as straight as any of the other boys, and noth- 
ing was the matter with his feet when he enlisted; remembers of twoaccidents 
received since the war. Last winter he got jammed in coupling cars, and hurt 
his stomach, and about sixteen years ago he had his shoulders squeezed 
Elizabeth Parker testifies that she is claimant's mother, and that when he was 
about fifteen years of age, in attempting to get off a train while it was in motion 
the heel of his boot dragged along the ground as he hung on, and turned his 
right ankie and sprain it. In two weeks he was walking around again, and 
he never had any more trouble with that foot untilhe wentintothe Army. Both 
feet were alike when he enlisted, and he walked as wel! as ever he did; had no 
flat foot and did not break down the shank of his boot He got donbled together 
on the cars about fifteen years ago and dislocated his right hip. Is certain that 








it o1 


a boy eig 
























it was his right hip because we have spoken about it a good many times; that 
all the injuries he has received have been on that limb. Has noticed that his 
foot has changed since then 

He had a lump on his ankle as big as her fist when he came from the Army 


but she did not see that his foot was any different from what it was when he 
enlisted; but since he got that hip hurt she can see a chs e in his foot. and it 
is fattened out and turned sideways. He has met with two other accidents on 
the railroad since, and both of them tothe right limb, and of course that goes 
to affect the foot dankle. He said when he returned that he was digging a 










































trench at Fort Sl m, and fell in and broke hisankle. Knows the! s wer 
broken because they had to straighten the ankle by bandages. 

Ezra Fl y testifies that he has known claimant sin he a b nd 
used to employ him a good deal. He always had a flat foot fr« ‘ | id 
a peculiar gait which gave him the appearance of slight lameness, but it did not 
interfere with him, and he was always ready toscufile or wrestle with anybody 
who came along, and was an expert at it Has seen | 1 swimming i seen 
his bare legs, and should say, so far as his ankles were concerned, he wasa 
sound man in 13862, 

rhe papers were sent to the Senate Committee on Pensions Febru 1886, 
and retu 

Med Platts! 1 board, | i August 1885. shows as 
follows 

The internal malleolus of the right foot is extra prominent. Immediately be- 
low this malleolus is another bone, one of the tarsus, which is nearly as prom- 
inent ¢ 1e malleolus. Below this other bone is a large callus of 
ment The ball of great toe and the internal border of the same to 
the seat of hard calluses of the integument. The foot is everted so that he 
walks on the internal border of this foot. The arch of this foot is entirely ol 
literated. His boot shows that he walks constantly » the internal rd 
There is considerable motion of the ankle, and the m is 1 


interfered with. 


Rated total for injury of right ankle 
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So all that had been done in Congress had got back th th the 
President into the possession of the Commissioner of I wd 
¢ y ) nade wr on faunrah! r 
thereupon he made a report, and a favorable 
The wrapper or ket in which the papers w 
dorsement (we call es ial ent to that w is y 4 ‘ wa 
pending): 
Returned fre S. C. (Se t mmittee) Api 
‘ : 
No. 335797. 
Newcomb P P 
“Service: Co. K, llth \ \ 
* Enlisted July 14, 1862 
‘Discharged Feb’y 8, 1534 
‘Application filed Jan I 
Alleges location of r 
Attorney: George L. Clark, P 
Another of the wretcl] } 1 as < } ent i man 
a 7 lin wie? ‘ of +} } t tT } a 
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Know 
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In the indorsement of April 15 the letters ‘‘S. C.”’ are used for ‘“‘ Senate com- 
mittee’’ by the custom of the oflice, and indicate, of course, to any one exam- 
ining the papers that the papers have been in the possession and on that date 
returned from possession of that committee. 

June 24, the Commissioner makes the order indicated by the following paper 
now among the files: 





(335797. Newcomb Parker, Company K, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers. | 
“Mr. MAcK, Chief, Eastern Division: 
“The Lonorable Commissioner directs that this claim be allowed under his 
ruling No. 181. 
“EVANS, BRe-rev'r. 


** JUNE 24, 1886. 

This allowance of the claim, this long report in favor of it, was made 
after two rejections, and after, in consequence of those rejections, this 
man had come to Congress, got his bill through Congress, gone to the 
President, and the President had sent it down to the Pension Office to 
see if they could not find some objection to it, and finding that there 
was objection they could make to it, to specifically note it in their re- 
ply. ‘They make the examination, reverse all their former action, re- 
port in favor of the claim June 24, and the Commissioner orders the 
claim to be allowed June 24, 1886. 


Prior to June 29 all these things have taken place at the Pension Office, the 
bill and the action of the Pension Office considered by the Executive, and on 
the 29th the President of the United States sends the following veto message to 
the Senate: 

[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 191, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 1077, 
without his approval. 

To the Senate: 

I hereby return without approval Senate bill numbered 1077, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Newcomb Parker.” 

This claimant filed an application for a pension in the year 1889, 

Before the passage of the bill herewith returned, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in ignorance of the action of Congress, allowed his claim under the gen- 
erallaw. As this decision of the Pension Bureau entitles the beneficiary named 
to draw a pension from the date of filing his application, which, under the pro- 
visions of the special bill in his favor, would only accrue from the time of its 
passage, Iam unwilling that one found worthy to be placed upon the pension- 
rolls by the bureau to which be properly applied should be an actual loser by 
reason of a special interposition of Congress in his behalf. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcUTIVE Mansion, June 29, 1886, 

Now note that all these things have taken place at the Pension Of- 
fice, the bill and the action of the Pension Office have been considered, 
and on the 29th the President sends the veto message to the Senate, 
which is so like the form employed in the conclusion of the present 
veto message, which suggested this case to me, with very slight altera- 
tion. I call attention to the similarity in the conclusion of the veto 
message before the Senate and the one to which I have reference. 

See the deadly parallel. 

To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 3306, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mary K. Richards.”’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill applied for a pension on the 14th day of No- 
vember, 1878, and the same was rejected in April, 1879. Her claim has lately 
been re-examined, and sinco the passage of the bill herewith returned she has 
been allowed a pension by the Pension Bureau, it having been there determined 
that the former rejection was a manifest error. 

With this action of the Pension Bureau I entirely concur. 

I therefore venture, notwithstanding the persistent misrepresentations of my 
action in similar cases, to disapprove this bill upon the ground that this deserv- 
ing beneficiary will receive under the action ofthe Pension Bureau a much larger 
sum than she would if such action was superseded by the enactment of the pro- 
posed special statute in her behalf, 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

Exrcvutivn Mansion, October 15, 1888. 

To the Senate: 

I hereby return without approval Senate bill No. 1077, entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Newcomb Parker.” 

This claimant filed an application for a pension in the year 1839. 

Before the passage of the bill herewith returned the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in ignorance of the action of Congress, allowed his claim under the gen- 
erallaw. Asthis decision of the Pension Bureau entitles the beneficiary named 
to draw a pension from the date of filing his application, which, under the pro- 
visions of the special bill in his favor, would only accrue from the time of its 
passage, Iam unwilling that one found worthy to be placed upon the pension- 
rolis by the bureau to which he properly applied should be an actual loser by 
reason of a special interposition of Congress in his behalf. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MAnNsIon, June 29, 1886. 

The following letter of the Commissioner, nddressed to the committee, dated 
February 6, 1886, proves that as early as that date he was informed of the action 
going on in Congress; that from and after that date he was not in ignorance of 
the proceeding for a special act, and that up to that date, when he transmitted 
the papers to the Senate, nothing had been done in the way of reconsidering 
the case, and asa matter of fact nothing was done until in the month of June 
last. 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Preyston Orrice, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 6, 1856. 

‘‘Srr: In response to your request, I have the honor to transmit herewith the 

sapers in the claim for pension of Newcomb Parker, late private of Company 
kK. Eleventh Vermont Volunteers, original number 335797. The claim was re- 

jected on the ground that the claimant is unable to prove that he contracted or 
ad any disability in service that he did not have prior to enlistment. 


“ Very respectfully, 
“JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 
“Hon. Joun I. Mircrent., 


“Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate,” 


The Senate kept the papers until the bill was reported and returned to them 
April 15. During the time the papers were in ion of the Senate nothing 
would have been done by the Comnnissioner, The bill passed the House on the 
12th of June, It was in possession of the House from and after its passage by 
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the Senate, April 21, up to June 12. It was reported to the House some days 
earlier,on May 11, and after the House report was made the papers, if the House 
had called for them, would have been returned to the Pension Office. Aceord- 
ingly, on the 12th of June, we find the Pension Office astir, as by the following 
appears : 

“BoaRD Or RE-REVIEW, June 12, 1886, 


“No. 335797. Newcomb Parker. Company K, Eleventh Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers, | 

** Respectfully referred to the medical referee. 

“* Please look over this case and state whether, in your opinion, claimant's 
present condition is due entirely to injury of right ankle and flat foot, shown to 
have existed prior to enlistment; or whicther, if it is accepted that he received 
an injury to said ankle in the service, you can separate the two, and rate for the 
disability which may be due to the service, as per Commissioner’s ruling No. 
181. 

GEO, O. EVANS, Re-reviewer. 

“Approved: ° 

“ F, W. Poor, Acting Chief Board Re-review.’ 


“* (No. 335797. Newcomb Parker, Company K, Eleventh Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers. | 


“Merpicat Division, Pension OFFicr, 
** Washington, D. C., June 14, 1836. 

** Respectfully returned to Mr. Poor, acting chief board of rereview. 

“To say exactly what degree of disability is due to the injury received before 
enlistment and to that alleged to have been received in service is impossible, but 
if the alleged injury is accepted legally, then it is, in my opinion, the duty of 
the medical division to separate the injuries received before and after enlist- 
ment, and grant a rating for the injury as legally accepted. 

“GEORGE P. DU BOSE, Medical Examiner. 

** Approved: 

“P. H. BARTON, Acting Medical Referee.’ 


’ 


This completes the light thrown upon the subject by the records, except as by 
the following unsigned document, which comes to us among the files: 


“No, 835797. Newcomb Parker, Company K, Eleventh Vermont Volunteers. } 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
** Washington, D. C., June 23, 1886. 

“Sim: In reply to your communication of recent date relative to the above- 
entitled claim, I have the honor to state that I have caused the evidence to be 
carefully examined and have personally considered the same. 

“You are informed that the case is now under consideration with a view to 
its allowance, and certificate will be issued as soon as the exigencies of the work 
of this office will admit. 

“Very respectfully, 
’ 





, Commissioner.’ 

“*Grorce I. CLARK, 916 F street, City.” 

Now, we submit in this connection the French proverb that “ he who excuses 
accuses,”’ and also the legal maxim, ‘‘ unusual clauses always induce a suspi- 
cion.’’ With all the rest, why does the President in his message suppress the 
fact that this claim had been formally rejected by the Pension Office, so thatthe 
claimant had no remedy but in the interposition of Congress? Why does he 
take pains to say that ‘‘in ignorance of the action of Congress” the Commis- 
sioner had allowed the claim under the general law? Why does he proceed to 
express his anxiety to save the claimant from the loss of arrears of pension by 
the action of Congress when such action would have no such effect, not in the 
least impairing his right to the allowance of the arrears, save by the force of a 
recent unaccountable ruling of the present Commissioner, reversing all previous 
practice and violating all equity, and,we believe, all legal right, made appar- 
ently as a punishment to those who dare to apply to Congress for relief, no mat- 
ter what the outrage they may have suffered in the toils of the office? 

Why does the President so write this message as to place Congress (whose 
action was based upon the rejection of the claim by the Commissioner), himself, 
and the Commissioner before the countryin alight favorable to himself and the 
Commissioner and unfavorable to the legislature of the country ? 

Can any one believe that the Commissioner of Pensions reversed his own de- 
liberate action rejecting this claim without a particle of further evidence or any 
trace of reason save as the result of the proceedings in Congress, of which it is 
simply absurd or worse to deny his knowledge, or at least knowledge of those 
who reviewed and reversed his previous action, and allowed this claim just in 
season to enable the President to write this peculiar veto which places Congress 
in the attitude of inflicting hurt to the claimant by its meddliesomeness ? 

The President cou!d not have been familiar with the facts in this case; all he 
knows of them comes from the Commissioner of Pensions or from his office. 

Who told him that the Commissioner had reversed the rejection and allowed 
the claim in ignorance of the action of Congress? That assertion must have 
come from the Commissioner, for no one else could have known of his want of 
knowledge. The Commissioner decided June 23 to allowthe claim. June 2! 
the enrolled bill went to the President. Was the enrolled bill in possession of 
the Commissioner before he decided to allow this claim’? However that may 
be, is it conceivable that, with the office stirred up by this pension controversy 
and the constant watchfulness of the office over the proceedings of Congress 
and the correspondence going on between committees and the office, the over- 
hauling and transmission of files, and the special attention thus called to cach 
case, besides the public proceedings, reports, passage of bills recorded in our 
Congressional daily, which goes in numbers to afi Executive Departments, to 
say nothing of the omnipresent newspapers of the land, that the eyes of the 
men who do the work in the oflice were not fixed upon their unjust and unrea- 
sonable decision in this cace, and that whether or notthose who were urging the 
claim in Congress cailed the attention of the Commissioner to It, the allowance 
of thisclaim is not wholly due to the action of Congress and not “in ignorance” 
of that action? 

There can be no good cause assigned for this ruling of the Commissioner, re- 
fusing, by reason of special acts, the right to prosecute under the general laws 
for arrears justly due, except in the few cases where Congress makes express 
or plainly implied provision that the pension granted is in lieu of all claims 
whatsoever. Even then, when the claim is for a vested right under existing 
and general laws, which is the fact in this and nearly all other eases, the action 
of the legislative power would fai!.for a vested right can not be taken away by 
act of Congress, and pensions due by virtue of laws existing when the contract 
of enlistment should bo held to be, in cffect, vested rights protected by all 
subsequent legislation. 

In closing this report it is proper to observe, as the resuit of a careful re-exam- 
ination, that in the whole twenty-five vetoes of special pension acts, originating 
in the Senate, not one ‘‘ bogus,” or fraudulent, or ill-considered claim, so far as 
Congress is concerned, has been developed. Nor, in the belief of your com- 
mittee, is there one, except the case of Mrs. De Krafft, in which there was a 
clerical error in the bill, doing no one any harm, in which the defeat of the pen- 
sion by the exercise of the veto power has not worked great wrong, and in most 
cases, suffering to the soldiers or their dependent and needy relatives in whese 
favor the Congress had exercised the legislative power. 
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I wish in this connection to have printed the first, se d, third 
yurth, a part of the fifth pages of Senate report No. 1424, I t) 
ninth Congress, first session, being the general report made | om- 

mittee on Pensions, or made by myself by their d 
pension vetoes which were referred to the committ - 
eral matter preceding the reports upon a large number of 
Senate bills in the last Congress: 
Mr. Biarr, from the Co iP ! sub i 
to accompany bill S I : the President w st 
The Committee on Pe s, to whom was referred : i : 
dent returning Senat 2005, granting a pension to Nott ‘ WwW 
of Thomas Nottage, late a eant of Company F, T! vy Hamps 
unteers, witt I Ke tive disapp val, have considered t i 4 
re-examined reco i the evidence in support of th 
dier’s widow ra pensio 
The committee report the veto message back to the S ‘ l 
the passage of the bill, the President's objections to t i 
ing. 
It is said that never since t foundation of the Govern ! t ‘ 
an Executive veto of a pr te pension bill, save in a sing ance, unt 
present session. How that may be is of no consequence, bu , 
come the number of such vetoes interposed bythe present Ex \ thin 
afew weeks past 1 so extraordinary the censure, sometimes 
and in nearly ev« instance severely iplied , of the actio; t 
of Congress and of their es, upon whom has devolved the wea 
and generally unappreciat or of investigatil hese 
in many cases by such rid , and evident d wit! ‘ 
selves, that your commiitee feel that they are justified in a brief rev 
circumstances involved. 
In doing this a strong effort will be made to restrain a 1 
of indignation, which, if permitted to assume the proportio 
cation justifies, would wholly destroy those respectful fort 
must be maintained in oflicial yurse between the d } “ 
Departments of the Governim« ‘his becomes the mors ‘ 
tion as it is rendered the more difficult by reason of the unjust and l 
style in which some of the messages of the President are ex 
the effort of the com: to 1 in thisdifficult matter w 
courtesies of official intercourse by imitating an exa \ 
are aware, is without precedent and which, so far as w ul 
remain so. 
have car 1 of the files of the two H f 
e, f nk with a substantially accurate resuit 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress from its commencen 
June. 
There have been 3,78 3 ior cr « t 
sions already granted, introduces { 
House bills and 88 Senate b 
President for hi v 
rhe President ea 50 i t i eH 3 l Ss a i 
ate bills, or 26 per cent. of the Senate bills and it t 
which have been submitted for his approval. 4 
panied with declarations of distrust of the merit i fa 
other legislation which he can not veto for want of t 
It is necessary to state the facts, although your « 
the special condemnation with this disparaging nth 
of Senatorial ill-work as compared with that o s ‘ 
Each House, however, is responsible for ever 3s the] 
tive. The: lone in the way passing bills e is 
lows: House | ll > Senate 530, Senate bills292. ‘I e would s« 
tol > y the House of bills introd the H 
at > whole number, while the Senate | i favorab 
upon abo of the whole number of bills o rodu 
that body the session. 
It will also be observed that buta sn rtion of tl la ‘ 
ported by either House, It is,in fact, impossible to investigate them generally 





and fully 
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and it is all that mortal strength can perform to act up 
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eved to be cl It is but an idle waste of time to write up ad- 















verse reports, as a rule, a ose who have cor irativ ttle else to do 
can spend time in mak sa nst doubtful cla 
yet to be ma good estimony which may be produced later t 
same or in subsequent sessions, 

We observe further, that whatever may be said to the contrary, it is ve sel- 
dom that a member of the House i 


or Senate will introduce ny | nt s 


Very few bilis are in 
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est degree tainted with fr: I i 
knowledge of their merit on the part of those who introduce them 

A computation as careful as your committee is able to make without t! I 
examination of each bill—and even if that were done it i 
deduct the pension already being paid in cases of increase (a very 











tion of the total named in the bill)—satisfies the committee that up to this 
June 26, the whole amount of money called for annually by all the private pe 








, 
sion bills passed by Congress this session, including th« t k dow! 
President, the character of which will appear further on, i more tha 
000, and $200,000 would cover the total possible raid by Con it been } 





mitted to pursue its scandalously extravagant career uncliccked to the enc 
the session. The vetoes have covered not far from $20,000, or perhaps $25 
and applicants for special relief are expected to know better than 
gress and the President further for a redress of their wrongs. 

These sums of money are not to be despised by this nation, but it would be a 
comfort to know that it rightly belongs to us—or, at least, that if withheld 
wrongfully it did not cost health and life to those and the dependent relatives 
of those whose valor and sacrifices preserved our institutions and made the 
official existence possible which has saved this cash tothe surplus in the Treas- 
ury. The present population of this country is at least 60,000,000 souls, and our 
wealth not less than $60,000,000,000. We have also, let us f grateful to Provi- 
dence, a most encouraging prospect for the future. 

Much criticism has been indulged in by the President of the methods of le 
fslation pursued by the two Houses of Congress, and however uninform 
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the members of the committee to whom the bills are referred, or in the Senate 
when they are called up for action. 

In the particular case—that of Mary J. Nottage—in which this general report 
is respectfully submitted, there is a reprint of the evidence, that there may be 
a full opportunity for the people to examine and judge for themselves on the 
premises. This case is selected because of the comparative brevity of the testi- 
mony, and is by no means one of exceptional merit or hardship. 


In this connection I ask leave to have printed the special report ac- 
compavying the case of Harriet Welch and James E. O’Shea. There 
are many others, but Ican not cumber the Rrcorp totoo great an ex- 
tent: 

No. 5.—HaArriert WELCH. 

The principal facts upon which this claim is based are set forth in the previous 
report of this committee, which isheretoappended. The reason alleged by the 
Pension Office for the rejection of this claim is that the death of the soldier did 
not result from the service. The following newspaper account of his death ap- 
peared at the time: 

“Syreannous Welch (or Deuney, as he was generally called), a veteran and 
ponmense of the last war, was killed on the track of the Wisconsin Central 

tailroad, about 4 miles north of this place, on Wednesday night or Thursday 
morning last, and wes mangled in a fearful manner, his head having been cut 
into just above his eyes and his brains scattered along the track. He had been 
to Green Bay attending to some business relating to his pension and returned 
on the ll p.m. train. He was known to have left Hilbert, but was not known 
to have ever reached Chilton, and it is supposed that he fell from the 11 p. m. 
train and was lying on the track when the La, m. train going north killed him. 
An inquest was held by Esquire Green, of this city, and a verdict rendered in 
accordance with the facts. The deceased was an industrious and hard work- 
ing man and was an engineer at Zech Brothers’ mill, and leaves a wife and 
seven small children to mourn his loss.”’ 

No question is raised as to the legality of the marriage, which seems to have 
resulted in long cohabitation and the birth of seven children. The claimant 
was married to the soldier June 7, 1868, There is nothing in the evidence to 
justify the slur which the President casts upon the chastity of this widow and 
the legitimacy of her seven fatherless children, Pensions bave heretofore fre- 
quently been granted in cases similar to this. Human nature cries out aloud 
for the allowance of pension in such a case, and if this woman, with her seven 
small children, is to be deprived of it, your committee at least are glad that the 
responsibility rests elsewhere. 

We print the Senate reportand the veto of the President, and recommend the 
passage of the bill, the veto to the contrary notwithstanding. 


[Senate Report No. 295, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 

Harriet Welch is the widow of Syreannous Welch, private Company C, Thirty- 
cighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, who was pensioned for gunshot 
wound of his left leg, received in the military service and in the line of his duty. 
The rate of pension was increased from one-half to three-quarters because of in- 
creasing disability in the wounded leg. Again applying for increase of pension, 
he was directed to report for examination before the examining board of sur- 
geons convened at Green Bay, Wis. Returning from Green Bay, Wis., he fell 
from the cars and was killed, September 7, 1877. 

John Harmer filed affidavit May 22, 1884, that ‘‘ soldier’s leg was so crippled 
that he could not depend upon it, and that it gave way many times and caused 
him to fall.” That it is his belief in attempting to pass from one car to another 
while returning from Green Bay his leg gave out and caused him to fall be- 
tween the cars, when he was crushed to death. 

In view of all the facts, the committee believe it to be their duty to report in 
favor of this bill, and recommend its passage, with the following amendment: 
Strike out in the seventh, cighth, and ninth lines the words ‘‘at the rate of $8 
per month, and $2 rer month for each of her children under the age of sixteen 
years,” and insert *‘and her minor children” in lieu thereof. 


To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 1333, entitled “‘An act granting a 
pension to Harriet Welch.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill asks for a pension as the widow of Syrean- 
nous Welch, who was wounded in 1864 while in the service, and was pensioned 
therefor in 1867. In 1876 his rate of pension was increased. In 1877 he appears 
to have applied to have his pension again increased. It is alleged that upon 
such application he was directed toappear before an examining board or a sur- 
geon at Green Bay., Wis., for examination, and in returning to his home from 
that place on the 7th day of September, 1877, he fell from the cars and was 
killed, his remains having been found on the track the next morning. 

No one appears to have seen the accident; but it is claimed that he could not 
depend upon his wounded leg and that it “‘ gave way many times and caused 
him to fall.’’ From this statement the inference seems to have been indulged 
that his death was attributable to the wound he had received thirteen years 
before. 

The widow's claim based upon this state of facts was rejected by the Pension 
Bureau on the ground that the accident resulting in death was not the result of 
his military service ; and on an appeal taken to the Secretary of the Interior 
from that determination the same was sustained. 

Though this widow admits that prior to her marriage with the deceased 
soldier she had married another man whom she could only say she believed to 
be dead, I believe her case to be a pitiable one and wish that I could join in 
her relief. But unfortunately official duty can not always be well done when 
directed solely by sympathy and charity. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 22, 1886. 


No. 14.—James E. O’Sura. 


A re-examination of the evidence in this case satisfies your committee that 
the original report made by them is just, and that the statements therein are 
fully borne out by the testimony. It would seem that this soldier was a very 
brave and trustworthy man, a seout and prisoner of war, who rendered dan- 

rous and most efficient service. He has many wounds and is a completely 

roken-down man. We have seen him. He is now in the Soldiers’ Home in 
this District. Instead of being a deserter the records prove that although tried 
he was found “ not guilty.”” The report of this committee is right, and the 
sneers of the veto uncalled for. ———_ there can have been no examina- 
tion whatever of the evidence b e author of the vetoin person. To vetothis 
brave and patriotic soldier into history as a deserter in addition to all the rest 
is a carelessness to say the least of which your committee has not been guilty. 
Here is food for thought and an opportunity for reparation. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 12, 1886. 


My Dear Bos: The bearer, James E. O'Shea, is an old soldier of the Volun- 
teer Army. From a careful examination of his case Iam satisfied that he has 
been unjustly treated, and if you can do anything to assist him until his case 
a a for pension) in Congress is settled, it will be appreciated and fully 

eserved. 

He was charged on the records with desertion. I found the facts to be that 
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he was tried for desertion, but found not guilty. I therefore removed the charge, 
and his bill will doubtless pass both Houses of Congress in duetime. General 
Logan, I understand, has charge of it. 

Yours faithfully, 

THOMAS WARD, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, United Slates Army. 
Capt. Rosert Cat ry, 
Deputy Governor Soldiers’ Home, Washington, D. C. 


DECEMBER 19, 1885. 
To the Governor of the Soldiers’ Home, Washington, D. C.: 


Your petitioners would respectfully represent that the bearer of this petition, 
James E. O’Shea, late of Company F, Twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, is an 
old soldier who is trying to get a pension by reason of disabilities which he 
claims were contracted while doing duty as a soldier. He is in very needy cir- 
cumstances and is a worthy man. 

We respectfully ask that you will admit him to the privileges of the Home 
while he is prosecuting his claim for pension. 

THOMAS WARD, A. A. @. 
CECIL CLAY, 
Bot. Brig. Gen., U. 8. A., Chief Clerk Dept. of Justice. 
JOHN W MAHAN, 
Formerly Major Ninth Mass. Vols., and Brt. Lt. Col. U. 8. V., 
Vice-Pres., representing Vifih Corps Society Army of Potomac, 1878. 


JNO, A. LOGAN, 


I concur. 


We print the Senate report and the veto: 
[Senate Report No. 607, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


The committee ascertain from the record report that this claimant enlisted in 
April, 1861,and was discharged in October, 1864. He asks to be pensioned for 
disability, occasioned by a gunshot wound in the leg, which was disallowed on 
the ground of want of evidence that he received the wound in the line of duty. 
The examining surgeon finds the wound, and describes the entrance and exit of 
the ball; also, a wound or scar in the head, and the nearly total loss of sight of 
one eye. The report of the Surgeon-General shows that the soldier was in hos- 
pital more than once, but the record does not give the cause for which he was 
treated. The Adjutant-General’s report shows that the man was under disci- 
pline for some irregularities, but, notwithstanding this and the lack of the re- 
quired proof that he was wounded in the line of duty, the committee are of the 
opinion that, situated as he was, he was very liable to, and very probably did, 
receive the wound from which he had suffered and is stil! suffering. 

The fact that the records of the War Department are often imperfect works 
great hardship to men who apply for pensions, and where there is reasonable 
proof to substantiate a claim the committee are of the opinion that the absence 
of record testimony should not deprive him of relief. 

Inasmuch as there is proof that the soldier received the wound, and that he 
is badly disabled from it and other causes shown by the medical examiners, 
and that he is old and destitute, the bill is reported favorably with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


[Senate Ex. Doc. No. 161, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 


Message from the President of the United States, returning Senate bill 337 with 
his objections thereto, 


June 3, 1886.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 327, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to James E. O'Shea.” 

From the report of the committee to whom this bill was referred I learn that 
the claimant enlisted in April, 1861, and was discharged in October, 1864. 

He filed a claim in the Pension Bureau alleging that he received a saber wound 
in the head March 7, 1862, and a gunshot wound in the left leg in the autumn of 
the same year. 

It appears upon examination of his military record that there is no mention 
of either disability, and that he served two years after the time he claims to 
have received these injuries. So far from being disabled, itis reported as an in- 
cident of his Army life that in the year 1864 this soldier was found guilty of de- 
sertion and sentenced to forfeit all p:y and allowances for the time he was ab- 
sent. 

The report of the committee, in apparent explanation of the lack of any official 
mention of the injuries alleged, declares that “the fact that the records of the 
War Department are often imperfect works’ great hardship to men who apply 
for pensions ;”’ and his conviction of desertion and the lack of proof to sustain 
his allegations as to his injuries are disposed of as follows in the committee's 
report: 

“The Adjutant-General’s report shows that the man was under discipline for 
some irregularities, but, notwithstanding this and the lack of the required 
proof that he was wounded in the line of duty, the committee are of the opin- 
ion that, situated as he was, he was very liable to, and very probably did, re- 
ceive the wound from which he suffered and is still suffering,’’ 

Iam convinced that there exists serious difficulty on the part of the claimant, 
instead of in the record of the War Department; that the kind of irregularity, 
for which he was under discipline is calculated to produce a lack of confidence 
in his merits as a pensioner; and that the fact of his situation being such as to 
render him liable to receive a wound is hardly sufficient to establish his right to 
a soldier’s pension, which is only justified by injuries actually received and af- 


firmatively proven. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EX£cUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1886. 

Taking the case of James E. O’Shea, I will say, notwithstanding all 
the trouble we had about it since the last Congress, this faultless in- 
stitution, the Pension Office of this country, has taken it up again and 
allowed the pension to James E. O’Shea from the beginning. 

I shall ask consent to put in another case like the case of James E. 
O’Shea, if I can find the name. After having been passed by Congress 
and rejected by the Executive veto in the Forty-ninth Congress, it has 
been passed again in both branches of the present Congress, and has 
been signed by the President; and, as I have been informed by those 
who have examined the case, there is not a single particle of additional 
or different evidence from that which existed years ago, and which was 
upon the files of the Pension Office for years. 

I also ask leave to insert the case of J. D. Haworth, on page 47 of 


the report: 
No, 15.—J. D. Haworrn. 
A careful re-examination of the evidence in this case will convince any fair 
mind that the report heretofore made by the committee (Senate Report No. 633) 
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does not state the claimant's case as str as it should b r gr ! 
alleged for the rejection of this case is that disease of the eyes from w 
claimant suffers existed priorto enlisto regard to that wear 

hat although there may have been a } ary tendency to 
eyes, yet it appears clearly that the serious development of this t 5 
almost wholly attributable to his service, and that it has conti d eve 
The soldier rendered long and faithful service, and the reject } 
the ground t} sability was contracted before entering Ww .s 
ing hardship stice. This man is old, poor, and! id 
which he se so well and faithfully ought to heip him t 
will help him if there is any soul left in it. 

We append hereto in further explanation the p< . 
rades respecting the veto, as well as the > ite repor t ~ 
of the fa and the message of the President. 

HEADQUARTERS CHA ron Post, } 

Whereas a bill pensioning our « Jan D. Ha 
branches of Congress; and 

Whereas Grover Cleveland, President « the Un LS 
same, thus depriving a worthy, honored, and adeserving ex-so 
of the benefit of the action of the said Congress, which is his just dues i 

Whereas we, as citize! 3and com ides have snown ‘ i i 
Haworth, intimately and well, some of us from at t 
war, and believing that a great injustice has been done co c : 
stigma upon his character, that of perjury rherefore, be it 

Resolved, That we earnestly condemn the action of the Presid n said 1 
and believe that he was not properly informed in the case; that we ask id 
earnestly insist that the United States Senate and House of R sentat - 
and each member thereof, to use their best endeavors to pass the same over the 
veto of the President that justice may be done to our comrade, neighbor, and 
friend, who served in the Army for three years. 

Resolved, That comrade James D. Haworth has our permiss to furnish t 
Senate Committee and Committee of the House on Pensions, also such m«¢ 


bers of Congress, a copy of these resolutions at his pleasure 
Unanimously adopted by ¢ lton Post No. 1 


43, June 14, 188 
S. E. JOHNSON, Commande 
L, 


Attest: EWIS HORTON, A un 


Senate Report No. 633, Forty-ninth Congress, first 3s 


That the records in this case show that the claimant was a sergeant in Com 
, I ie . J > r " re : ] t! . ‘ ‘ ’ #7? 
pany H, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and that he served with the 
regiment until about the month of April, 1863,when he began to complain of 
**sore eyes,” and was treated for sore eyes by Assistant Surgeon W im Scott, 
of the Thirty-third lowa Volunteers, and that he excused claimant fi duty at 
Little Rock, Ark., in the spring or summer of 1863, because of I ss in 
right eye and weakness of left eye ;’’ and there is evidence to show he did 
not continue in his regiment after this time, but was transferred to Company 
H, Twenty-first Regiment, Veteran Reserve Corps, where he re ined until 
: 5 £ I 
the expiration of his term of service, when he ret 

















turned to his! 





Declaration for pension filed February 20, 1879, in which « ul es “so 
eyes, with complete loss of right eye, and injury to the left eye. Claim re- 
jected November 4, 1880, on the ground that there is * no satisfac ry proof that 
the affection of the eyes is due to disability arising from s¢« . but existed 


prior to service.” 

The affidavits of the claimant's mot” er, twosisters, anda broth 
that the claimant could not see out of his right eye from early childhood. and 
was called “blind” in that eye, although their testimony shows that he could 
see a little out of that eye, but not much. 

One sister testifies that claimant did use an ‘‘eye-water’’ to bathe his eves 
with occasionally when they became “sore,”’ and that it was the same eye-water 
as his father used, who was said to have the same trouble with his eyes 

It appears from the testimony, therefore, that the claimant bad “sore eyes 








and that the sight of the right eye was much impaired even in childhood, so 
that it can not be said that the disease originated from causes g ving out of 
the service. 

There is abundance of testimony to show that the claimant's eyesight has 


é eda since he enterec i¢ service, ali Sno. ho as rood 425 ill Was reclore he 
failed six I ntered the sery nd is not Ww 1 I 
enlisted. 

The committee believes that it is the object of the Governme: 











who are deserving and who have been impaired in health by faithful services 
performed, and it is shown by the record that claimant is not able to perform 
manual labor, and often requires help to enable him to get about, and that in 
consequence of his infirmity he is very poor. It is also shown that the diseas« 
is steadily progressing and it will not be long before claimant may come to- 
tallw blind. 

fa'’<ing into consideration the evidence on file in this case r committee 
be! ove it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill and 1 end its pas- 
sage 

Senate Ex. Doc. No. 158, Forty-ninth Congress, first session 
Message from the President of ihe United States, returning S uf 1253. with 
one tons therete 
May 28, 18 6.—Read, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to bx 
printed. 

To the Senat 

I hereby return without approval Senate bill No. 1253, entitled “An act gra 
ing a pension to J.D. Haworth 

It is proposed by this bill to grant a pension to the claimant for the alleged 


loss of sight in one eye and the impairment of the vision of the other. 

From the information furnished me, I am convinced that the difficulty al 
leged by this applicant had its origin in causes exisiing prior to his enlistment 
and that his present condition of disability is not the result of his service in the 
Army. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1886. 

Mr. President, the tariff can wait until another year, if necessary, 
but | want to speak upon this assumption of kindness and virtue on 
the part of the Executive and the Pension Office. I will do the Pen- 
sion Office the justice to say that I think in many respects they have 
transacted their business with commendable celerity and for the benefit 
of the soldiers of the country. There are undoubtedly abuses, and 
many of them, i think, are very great abuses, which have not yet been 
reformed. But I believe that the management of the office has been 
conducted in some respects for the direct purpose of political advantage. 
If necessary, I will give my reasons for that, but I think the country 
understands it; and if I have done anybody any injustice I will be the 
q@fferer and not the Department. Many of the claims to superior 
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In regard to pension legis 
been enacted during the last Congress and the present Congress, com- 
prising a period of time covered by the Democratic administration, I 








have in my hand a list of all the important bills, I think of all the | 


bills of a general character, which have been introduced. 





\ bill (S. 2263) to amend the pension laws, and for other purpose 
Passed the Senate but failed in the House. 
A Dill to amend the pension laws, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act relating to claim nd 
attorneys in pension cases,’ approved June 2), 1878, is reby reps 













hereby made 
$s since June 


Src, 2. That sections 4768, 4769, 4786 of the Revised 
applicable also to all cases filed with the Commissi 
20, 1878, and which ha not been heretofore allowed, 
3. That section 5 of the Revised Statutes is hereby re-cnacted and 
ded so a8 to read as follows 
uc. 4785. No agent or attorney or other person shall demand or receive any 
other compensation for his services in prosecuting aclaim for pension or bounty 
land than such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to be paid to him, 
not exceeding #25; nor shall any agent, attorney, or other person deman¢ or 
reccive such compensation, in whole or in part, until such pension or bounty 
lafid claim shall be allowed.” 

Sxc.4. That section 4786 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows: 

** Sic. 4786. It shall be the duty of the agent or attorney of record in the prose- 
cution of the case to cause to be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions, for 
his approval, duplicate articles of agreement, without additional cost to the 
claimant, setting forth the fee agreed upon by the parties, which agreement 
shall be executed in the presence of and certified by some officer competent to 
administer oaths. In all cases where application is made for pension or bounty 
land,and no agreement is filed with and approved by the Commissioner as 
herein provided, the fee shall be $10, and no more. And such articles of agree- 
ment as have been heretofore or may hereafter be filed with the Commissioner 
of Pensions are not authorized nor will they be recognized except in claims for 
original pension, claims for increase of pension on account of a new disability 
not before alleged, in claims for restoration where a pensioner’s name has been, 
or may hereafter be, dropped from the pension-rolls, on testimony taken by a 
special examiner of this office, showing that the disability or cause of death on 
account of whichthe pension wasjallowed did not originate in the line of duty, 
and in cases of dependent relatives whose names have been, or may hereafter 
be, dropped from the rolls on like testimony upon the ground of non-depend- 
ence, and in such other cases of difficulty and trouble as the Commissioner of 
Pensions may see fit to recognize them: Provided, That no greater fee than $10 
shal! be demanded, received, or allowed in any claim for pension the cause of 
which originated prior to March 4, 1861; nor in any claim for pension or bounty 
land granted by special act of Congress; nor in any claim for increase of pen- 
sion on account of an increase of the disability for which the pension had been 
allowed: And provided further, That no fee shall be demanded, received, or al- 
lowed in any claim for arrears of pension or arrears of increase of pension al- 
lowed by any act of Congress passed subsequent to the date of the allowance 
of the original*claims in which such arrears of pension or of increase of pen- 
sion may be allowed, 

‘The articles of agreement herein provided for shall be in substance as fol- 
lows, to wit: 





“ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT, 

“Whereas I, —— - , late a in company ——., of the regi- 
ment of volunteers, war of 1861 (or if the service be different, here state 
the same), having made application for pension under the laws of the United 
States: 

** Now, this agreement witnesseth, that for and in consideration of service done 
and to be done in the premises, l hereby agree toallow my attorney, . 
of , the fee of dollars, which shall include all amounts to be paid for 
any service in furtherance of said claim, and said fee shall not be demanded by 
or payable to my said attorney, in whole or in part, except in case of the grant- 
ing of my pension by the Commissioner of Pensions, and then the same shall 
be paid to him or them in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved ——— —-. 

“ Having heretofore paid my said attorney in part for his services herein the 
sum of dollars, that amount is to be deducted from the sum above stipu- 
lated to be paid. 





























“*(Claimant’s signature.) 
“(Two witnesses’ signatures.) 


“STATE or ——, County of , 88: 


‘Be it known that on this the —— day of ——-, A. D. 188—, personally ap- 
peared the above-named , who, after having had read over to —— in 
the hearing and presence of the two attesting witnesses the contents of the fore- 
going articles of agreement, voluntarily signed and acknowledged the same to 
be —— free act and deed. 











“(Official signature.) 

“And now, to wit, this day of , A. D, 1880, I (or we) accept the provis- 
ions contained in the foregoing articles of agreement, and will, to the best of 
my (or our) ability, endeavor faithfully to represent the interest of the claimant 
in the premises, 

“And I (or we) hereby acknowledge that I (or we) have heretofore received 
from the claimant the sum of dollars, and no greater sum, and agree that 
that amount shall be deducted from the sum herein stipulated to be paid. 

** Witness my (our) hand the day and year first above written. 

“(Signature of attorney.) 














“Sratre or ——, County of » 88: 


** Personally came —— ——, whom I know to be the person he represents him- 
self to be, and who, having signed above acceptance of agreement, acknowl- 
edged the same to be —— free act and deed. 

* (Official signature. ) 

“And if, in the adjudication of any claim for pension in which such articles of 
agreement have been or may hereafter be filed, it shall appear that the claimant 
had, prior to the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his serv- 
ices in such claim, and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein, then every 
such claim shall be adjudicated in the same manner as though no articles of 
agreement had been filed.” 


A bill (8. 2208) to provide pensions for certain invalid soldiers and 
sailors who have been discharged from the Armyor Navy of the United 
States after three months’ service therein during the war of the re- 
bellion, and for the widows and dependent parents of deceased pension- 
ers, and to increase the rate of pension in certain cases, and for other 
purposes. 

This is a proposition in substance the same which I had the honor 
originally to present in previous Congresses. 
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lation that has been proposed and that oe, Added as an amendment to House bill No. 5667. Failed in the 
| House 











A bill (8. 2208) to provide pensions for certain invalid soldiers and sailors who 
have been discharged from the Army or Navy of the United States after three 
months’ service therein during the war of the rebellion, and for the widows 

1 dependent } ts of deceas ioners, and to increase e rate of 








ision in cer 3, and for othe 


Be ii enacted, ele., That every person specified in the several classes enumer- 
ated in section 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the amend- 
ments thereto, who served in : military or naval service, as mentioned in 
said section, for the period of three months during the war of the rebellion, and 
has an honorable discharge therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled 
from any cause not the result of his own gross carelessness, disreputable con- 
duct, or vicious habits, and shall also be dependent, wholly or in part, upon his 
own labor or upon pecuniary assistance from others for the means of comfort- 
able support, shall, upon making due proof of the facts, under such regulations 
as may be prescribed by the proper authority, be placed upon the list of pen- 
sioners of the United States,and bee led to reccive a pension during the con- 
tinuance of such disability at a rate proportionate to the degree thereof; and 
such pension shall commence at the date of filing an application therefor. The 
highest rate of pension granted by virtue hereof, which shall be for total inca- 
pacity to perform any manual labor, shall be $30, which is hereby made divisi 
ble upon that basis for any less degree of disability: Provided, ‘That no person 
entitied to or receiving an invalid pension under existing laws, or such as may 
be hereafter enacted, granting pensions for disabilities contracted in the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States and line of duty, greater than that pro- 
vided for herein, shall receive the benefits of this act. Butany such applicant 
forinvalid pension having an application therefor pending, or who shall here- 
after file his application for such pension, may, by a declaration over his own 
siguature, at any time elect to prosecute his said claim under this act or under 
the general laws; and his pension, when allowed, if prosecuted under this act, 
shall commence from the date of such election, except as above provided. 

Sec. 2. That all widows of soldiers or sailors who, as such widows, are now 
receiving, under existing laws or a special act of Congress, the sum of $8 per 
month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and sailors from a disability con- 
tracted in the military or naval service of the United States, and in line of duty, 
since the 4th day of March, 1851, shall, from and after this date, be entitled to 
and receive the rate of $12 per month in heu of said rate of $8; and all such 
widows who shall hereafter be found to be entitled to the rate of $8 per month 
under existing laws shall be entitled to and receive the rate of $12 in lieu of 
said rate of $8. 

Srce.3. That if any invalid pensioner pensioned under pre-existing laws has 
died or shall hereafter die, or if any pensioner under section 1 of this act shall 
die, leaving a widow or minor child under sixteen years of age, or both, at the 
date of the death of such pensioner, such widow and minor children shall be 
held to be entitled, in the order of succession named, to an original pension in 
their own right, under existing laws, without being required to prove that the 
death cause of such pensioner was due to his military or naval service of the 
United States, and shall receive the rates now allowed by law, except that such 
as may be found to be entitled to $8 per month shall receive in lieu thereof $12 
per month. 

Sec. 4. That pension granted such widows on account of such minors shall be 
continued without limit as to age, provided it shall appearthat such minors are 
of unsound mind or physically helpless, so as to render them incapable of earn- 
ing a subsistence: Provided, That such widow retains the care, custody, and 
control of such minors; and in the event of the death or remarriage of such 
widow, or abandonment by her of such minors, then the pension sha!! be con- 
tinued to them in their own right, without limit as to age, payable to a duly 
constituted guardian. 

Src.5. That in considering the claims of dependent parents the fact and cause 
of death and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children having 
been shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only toshow by competent 
and sufficient evidence that such dependent parent is without other present 
means of support than his or her own manual labor, or the contributions of 
others not legally bound for his or her support; and such as may be found to 
be entitled to $8 a month under existing laws shall receive in licu thereof $12 a 
month from the date of this act. 

Sec, 6. That in all applications under the general pension laws, including this 
act, where it appears by record evidence that the applicant was regularly en- 
listed and mustered into the service, that fact shall be sufficient prima facie ev- 
idence that he was then in good health and free from the disease or cause of 
disability for which he claims a pension; but such evidence shall be subject to 
rebuttal by record or other satisfactory evidence of the prior existence of such 
disease or cause of disability. 


A bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes. 
Passed the Senate with amendments. Failed in the House. 


An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war and 
for other purposes, 




















Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the names of the surviving 
officers and enlisted men, ineluding marines, militia, and volunteers of the mil- 
itary and naval services of the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually 
served fourteen days with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico or 
on the coasts or frontier thereof or en route thereto in the war with that nation, 
or were actually engaged in a battle in said warand were honorably discharged, 
and to such other officers and soldiers and sailors as may have been personally 
named in any resolution of Congress for any specific service in said wars, al- 
though their term of service may have been less than sixty days, and the sur- 
viving widows of such officers and enlisted men as were married to such ofli- 
cers or soldiers or sailors prior to the discharge of such officers and enlisted 
men: Provided, That such widows have not remarried: Provided, That every 
such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may become sixty-two years of 
age or who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency equiva- 
lent to some cause prescribed or recognized by the pension laws of the Unite: 
States as a sufficient reason for the allowance of a pension, shall be entitled to 
the benefits of this act; but it shall not be held to include any person not within 

he rule of age or disability or dependency herein defined, or who incurred such 
disability while in any manner voluntarily engaged in or aiding or abetting 
the late rebellion against the authority of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That pensions under section 1 of this act shall be at the rate of $8 per 
mouth, and payable only from and after the passage of this act, for and during 
the natural lives of the persons entitied thereto, or during the continuance of 
the disability for which the same shall be granted: Provided, That section 1 of 
this act shall not apply toany person whois receiving a pension at the rate of £8 
per month or more, nor to any person receiving a pension of less than $8 per 
month,except for the difference between the pension now received (if less than 
$8 per month) and $8 per month. 

Src. 3. That before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension- 
roll under this act proof shall be made, under such rules and regulationsas the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant toa —- 
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Au act to restore pensions in certain cases, 

Re it enacted, et Phat the act entitled “‘An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases," approved June 9, 1885, shall be construed soas toinclude within its pro- 
visions all oficers and enlisted men in the Army, and their widows and minor 
children, 


A bill (5S. 181) granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

Passed the Senate March &, 1888. 


An act granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor,and providing for pensions to dependent 
relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors, 


Be itenacted,ele,, That in considering the pension claims of dependent parents, 
the factand cause of death, and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor 
child or children, having been shown as required by law, it shall be necessary 
only to show by competent and sufficient evidence that such parent or parents 
are without other means of support than their own manual labor or the contri- 
butions of others not legally bound for their support: Provided, That all pen- 
sions allowed under this section shall commence from the date of the passage 
of this act, or from the date of subsequent dependence,and shall continue no 
longer than the existence of such dependence. 

Sec, 2, Thatall persons who served three monthsor more in the militarvor 
navalservice of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who 
heve been honorably discharged therefrom, and who are now or who may here- 
after be suffering from mental or physical disability, not the resultof theirown 
vicious habits, which totally incapacitates them from the performance of manual 
labor,and who are without other adequat2 means of self support,shal!,upon mek- 
ing due proof of the fact according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary 
of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the list of invalid pensioners of the 
United States, and be entitledto receive $12 per month; and such pension shall 
commence from the date of the filing of the application in the Pension Office, 
after the passage of this act, upon proof that the disability then existed, and 
shall continue during the existence of the same: Provided, That persons who 
are now receiving pensions under existing laws, or whose claims are pending 
in the Pension Office, may, by application to the Commissioner of Pensions, in 
such form as he may prescribe, receive the benefits of this act; and nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to prevent any pensioner thereunder 
from prosecuting his claim and receiving his pension under any other general 
or special act: Provided, however, That no person shall receive more than one 
pension for the same period: And provided further, That rank in the service 
shall not be considered in applications filed thereunder. 

Sec. 3, That if any invalid pensioner has died, or sha!l hereafter die, leaving 
a widow, minor child, or children under eighteen years of age, or in case there 
be no widow, or minor child or children, a dependent mother or father, such 
widow, minor child or children, or mother or father, shall be placed upon the 
pension-roll at the rates established by law for widows, minor children, and 
parents, without regard to the cause of death of such pensioner: Provided. That 
said widow was married to the deceased pensioner prior to the passage of this 
act. All pensions granted to widows under this or any other general law shall 
take effect from the date of the death of the husbands of such widows, respect- 
ively, but not dating back of tne passage of this act. That the increase of pen- 
sions for minor children shall be at the rate of $ per month instead of $2 per 
month, as now provided by law, and in case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or 
otherwise helpless, the pension shall continue during the life of said child. or 
during the period of such disability. Z 

Sec, 4, That anyagent, attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecuting 
any claim under section 2 or 3 of this act who shall, directly or indirectly, con- 
tract for, demand, receive or retain, for his services or instrumentality in pre- 
seuting and prosecuting such claim, a sum greater than $10 (payable only upon 
the order of the Commissioner of Pensions, by the pension agent making pay- 
mentof the pension allowed), or who shall wrongfully withhold from a pen- 
sioner cr claimant the whole or any part of the pension or claim allowed and 
due such pensioner or claimant, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall, for every such offense, be fined not exceeding 
$500, or imprisonment at hard labor not exceeding two years, or both, in the 
discretion of the court. 

Sec. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby modified so thatthe 
same shall not apply to this act: Provided, That thisact shall not apply to those 
persons under political disabilities. And no person shall be pensioned under 
this act for any disability incurred while engaged in any military or naval serv- 
ice against the United States. 

Sec. 6. That all laws and parts of laws which conflict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 


Senate bill 181 is similar in some respects to Senate bill 186 of the 
last Congress, but provides for only about fifteen thousand, who, as it 
is supposed, are in the poor-houses of the country or directly sustained 
by charity such as is given only to the very helpless and very poor. 
That bill has been passed by the Senate. It is a very modest bill. 
It left out the two hundred and twenty-odd thousand cases which Sen- 
ate bill 186 included. It has gone to the House, there to sleep the 
sleep of death. So that even thesoldiers of the country in extremest 
need, God’s poor and our saviors in war, are not to receive any assist- 
ance from a Democratic House nor from the Executive who controls 
that body with an arm of iron power. 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of women enrolled as Army nurses, ete. 

On Senate Calendar. 

A bill for the relief of women enrolled as Army nurses, etc, 


Be it enacted, etc., That all women regularly enrolled in the United States 
service as Army nurses or sanitary agents during the late war of the rebellion, 
and who rendered six months’ service in the hospitals, diet kitchens, or on the 
battle-fields, and who have been honorably discharged thetefrom ; or who, prior 
tothe completion of the period named, were disabled in the line of duty and 
honorably discharged, shall, upon making due proof of the fact, according to 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, be 
placed on the list of pensioners of the United States and entitled to $25 per 
month; and such pensions shall commence from the date of filing the applica- 
tion in the Pension Office after the passage of this act: Provided, That persons 
who are now receiving pensions under special enactments may, by making ap- 
plication to the Commissioner of Pensions, in such form as he may prescribe, 
receive the benefits of this act: Provided, That no person shall receive more 
than one pension for the same period. s 

Src. 2. That any agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecuting 
any claim under this act who shall, directly or indirectly, contract for, demand, 
receive, or retain for his services or instrumentality in presenting and prosecut- 
ing such claim, a sum greater than $10(payable only upon the order of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, by the pension agent making payment of the pension 
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allowed), or who shall wrongfully withhold from a pensioner or claimant the 
whole or any part of the pension or claim allowed and due such pensioner or 


| claimant, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
| thereof shall, for every such offense, be fined not exceeding $5v0, or imprison- 


mentat hard labor not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the 
court, 

sec, 3. That all Jaws and parts of laws which conflict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. BLasr to the bill (S. 373) for the 
relief of women enrolled as Army nurses, etc., namely: Strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That all women who volunteered or were registered in the United States 
service under medical authority as Army nurses, or hospital agents during the 
late ‘war of the rebellion,’ and who rendered six months’ service in the hos- 
pitals, or on the battle-fields, or who, prior to the completion of the period 
named, were disabled in said service and honorably discharged by reason of 
such disability, or on showing present necessity, upon making proof of service 
rendered, from surgeons, or others having personal knowledge of the same, 
which may be verified, as far as possible, by any records on file in the War De- 
partment, according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may provide, shall be placed upon the pension-roll, and entitled to $25 per month, 
during life; such pensions to commence from the passage of this act: Provided, 
That persons whoare now receiving pensions under special enactments, or un- 
der general laws, who are entitled to the benefits of this act, may, by making 
application to the Commissioner of Pensions, as herein provided, receive the 
above sum in addition to their present pension as an increase. 

“Sec, 2, Thatany agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecuting 
any claim under this act who shall, directly or indirectly, contract for, demand, 
receive, or retain for his services or instrumentality in presenting and prose- 
euting such claim a sum greater than $10 (payable only upon the order of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, by the pension agent making payment to claimant 
of the pension allowed) shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con- 
viction thereof shall, for every such offense, be fined not exceeding $500, or im- 
prisonment at hard labor not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of 
the court. 

“Src. 3. That all laws and parts of laws which conflict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 


My genial friend from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL] I have plied twenty 
or thirty times to know if he was ready to take up this bill, and I sup- 
pose he is waiting yet for papers from the Department of War. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He needs more information. 

Mr. BLAIR. He nods assent, and as to when these Army nurses will 
get their claim nothing save some power possessed of the power of 
prophecy can give any indication; but I will assure the Senator that 
if there were a quorum here and we could do business at all, I would 
not fail to move its consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is there no quorum here? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould think there would be, listening to one of my 
speeches. They are in the Democratic committee-rooms, it may be. 

A bill (S. 379) to allow soldiers and sailors in the United States 
service who have lost both hands an increased pension. 

Passed the Senate March 21, 1888. 

An act (S.379) to allow soldiers and sailors in the United States service who 
bave lost both hands an increased pension. 

Beit enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all persons who, 
in the military or naval service of the United States and in the line of duty, have 
lost both hands shall be entitled to a pension of $100 per month. 

Amend the title of the bill soas to read: “A bill to increase pensions in certain 
cases.” 


A bill (S. 509) authorizing an increase in pensions in cases of deaf- 


ness. 

Passed the Senate and House and became a law. 

An act authorizing an increase in pensions iu cases of deafness. 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the 
pension-rolls of the United States, or who may hereafter be thereon, drawin 
pensions on account of loss of hearing, shall be entitled to receive, in lieu o 
the amount now paid in case of such disability, the sum of $30, in cases of total 
deafness, and such proportion thereof in cases of partial deafness as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may deem equitable; the amount paid to be determined by 
the degree of disability existing in each case. 


A bill (S. 998) to restore pensions in certain cases. 
Passed the Senate March 21, 1888. 


An act to restore pensions in certain cases. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled ‘An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,”’ approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include within its 
provisions all officers and enlisted men in the Army, and their widows and 
minor children. 

A bill (S. 1000) to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sail- 
ors who are utterly helpless from injuries received or diseases con- 
tracted while in the service of the United States. 

Passed the Senate February 2, 1888. 

An act to increase the pensions of certain soldiers and sailors who are utterly 
helpless from injuries received or diseases contracted while in the service of 
the United States. 

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act all persons who 
are or who may become totally helpless from injuries received or d S$ con- 
tracted while in the military or naval service of the United States shall be enti- 
tled to receive a pension of $72 per month. 3 

Src. 2. That the increase allowed by this act to those persons who may here- 
after become — shall be made to commence in strict conformity 
with section 4698}, Revised Statutes. 


A bill (S. 1529) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised 


Statutes, and for other purposes. 
Passed the Senate March 31, 1888. 


A bill (S. 1529) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes, 
and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, ete, That so much of paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised 
Statutes as provides that no claim of a State militiaman on account of disability 
from wounds or injuries received in battle with rebels or Indians, while tem- 
porarily rendering service, shall be valid unless prosecuted to a successful issue 
prior to the 4th day of July, 1874, is hereby repealed. 
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Sec. 2. That the claims of all such versons now pending, or which may 
hereafter filed, shall be adjudicated in the same manner as claims of per 
have been regularly enlisted in the United States military service. 11 
shall include claimants wounded or disabled in any Indian war p 


quent to the passage of thisa 
to give a pension of $100 per month to persons \ 


A bill (S. 1567 ] 
in the military or nayal service of the United States, and in 
pwr » the 1 e} } } 
charge of duty, have lost both hands, or the use of both hands, 
A, bill (S. 1567) t a pension of $100 per month to 
itary or naval service of the United States, and in th M 
lost both hands, or the use of both hands 














Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the | 


in the military or naval service of the United States and 


have lost both hands, or lost the use of bot! 


personal aid and attendance of another pers 
: ’ ’ coal 
$100 per month; and this shall not be so const 


That bill has not been acted upon as yet. The subject-mat 

been considered. The Senate committee has several important billsa 
yet not acted upon on its files, for the reason that our work seems to 
go for nothing. If we do pass these bills in the Senate, they 
most invariably and inevitably in the 
that is. It is not at allstrange that the committee is discouraged in | 
doing this important and interminable work merely to provide mate- 
rial jor the agencies of destruction in other departments of t 
ernment. 
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A bill (S. 1596) in relation to oaths in pension and other cases, | 
Passed the Senate March 31, 1888. 
A bill (S. 1596) in relation to oaths in pension and other cases 





Be it enacted, etc., That any and all affidavits and declarations to be hercafter 
made or used in any pension or bounty cases, or in claims against the Govern- 
ment for back pay or arrears or increase of pension, or for quarterly vouchers, 
or oath of allegiance, may be taken by any officer authorized to administer 
oaths for general purposes in the State, city, or connty where said officer :e- | 
sides. If such officer has a seal and uses it upon such paper, no certificate of a | 
county clerk, or prothonotary, or clerk of a court shall be necessary ; but when 
no seal is used by the officer taking such affidavit, then a clerk of a court of 
record, or a county or city clerk, or prothonotary having a seal shall affix it 
thereto, and shall certify to the signature of said oflicer, to the effect that such 
certifying officer believes his signature is genuine. 


A bill (S. 1626) to amend the act of March 3, 1877, entitled ‘‘An act 
amending the pension law so as to remove the disability of those who, 
having participated in the rebellion, have, since its termination, en- 
listed in the Army of the United States and become disabled.”’ 

Passed the Senate March 31, 1888. 

An act to amend the act of March 3, 1877, entitled “An act amending the pension 
law so as to remove the disability of those who, having partic ipated in the 
rebellion, have, since its termination, enlisted in the Army of the United 
States and become disabled,”’ 

Be it enacted, elc., That the act of March 3, 1877, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
pension law so asto remove the disability of those who, having participated in 
the rebellion, have, since ils termination, enlisted in the Army of the United 
States and become digabled,’’ be, and hereby is, amended to read as follows 

‘That the law prohibiting the payment of any money on account of pen 
to any person, or to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who 
in any manner engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of the United States, shall not be construed to apply to such per- 
sons as afterward voluntarily enlisted in the Army or Navy of the United 
States, and who, while was in such service, incurred disability from a wound | 
or injury received or disease contracted in the line of duty.”’ | 

| 


| 
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That is an evidence of the ultra determination of the representatives 

of the people of the North to inflict some indignity, some species of 
. . > . . . i 

mal-action, some terrible blow to the feelings and the prosperity of out 
friends of the South. We will get it up and pass it at any time unless, | 
indeed, it should meet with that sort of opposition which I met with 
when I tried todoa little something for the confederate soldiers in getting 
them employment instead of its being given to confederates who were | 
not soldiers lisabled men instead of men who were not disabled. | 
10t soldiers, to disabled men instead of men who were not disa pled, 
men who were to render an equivalent for all they got, because what- 
ever they received would be simply the wages which would be paid to 
somebody and would go in any event to somebody who was in the 
service of the so-called Confederate States. 

A bill (S. 1770) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in 
Confederate prisons. 

On the Senate Calendar. 
A bill granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in Confederate prisons. 

Whereas many officers, soldiers, and sailors of the Federal Army and Navy | 
were confied in so-called Confederate prisona for an unusual length of time, | 
suffering great hardships, and contracting disease hard to prove under the ex 
isting pension laws: Therefore, | 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rell the names of such officers, | 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who, while in the service of the United States and 
while in the lineoftheir duty, were taken prisoners of war, and assuch confined 
in so-called Confederate prisons, between the Ist of May, 1861, and the Ist of May, 
1865, as follows: All who were prisoners of war two months and less than six | 
months, one-half pension; those who were prisoners of war six months and Jess | 
than twelve months, a three-fourths pension; and all such as were prisoners of | 
war twelve monthsand more than twelve months, a total pension ; and, further- 
more, such surviving prisoners of war shall receive $2 a day for each and ever; 
day's confinement in said Confederate prisons: Provided, That such pension 
shall in each case begin from the date of the passage of this act, and shal! be 
paid at the same time and inthe same manner as other pensions are now paid 
Provided further, That this act shall not entitleany person to draw more than | 
one pension, but that such survivors of the so-called Confederate military pris- | 
ons as are entitled to and are receiving a pension at the time of the passage of 
this act shall be entitled to the increase of their pension which this act may 
grant them. 


A bill (8. 2381) toso amend section 9646 of the Revised Statutes as to 
allow the pensions of officers of the Army and Navy, their widows and | 
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in who when he is a corporal or a private loses his physical powers 
wounds or by other disabi vet he is st ‘ tly servic y 
reason of his intellectual qualities, it may be—at all events he 30 
necessary to the service that he remains in the service, and in s] of 
all this discomfort and disability, the ill conditions under which he 
| continues in the service of his country, he wins promotion. That man 


may become a general by his service in camp and in field, and yet if 


| after his discharge he applies for a pension he will only receive one in 


proportion to the pay which he received at the time the injury was in- 
tlicted. The bill is designed to give him pension as of the rate belong- 
ing to the rank which he held at the time of his discharge. 
A bill (S. 2446) granting an increase of pensions in certain cases 
therein mentioned. 
Passed the Senate May 16, 1888 
4 ais 


n act granting an increase of pensions in certain cases therein mentioned, 





¢ ted, ete., That section 4698 of the Re 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as toallow to all persons who are now 
paid, or may hereafter be found entitled to, a pension f« 
sight thereof, under existing laws for such disability, a pension of $16 per 
month in lieu of any lesser sum now by law provided therefor, the incre 
herein provided to take effect only from the passage of this act 

Sec. 2. That nothing herein contained shall deprive a pensioner of the right 





sed Statutes of the United States 





yr the loss of one eve or 








to a higher rating by reason of his rating for total disability, as is now provided 
for by existing laws 

Sec. 3. That thé Commissioner of Pensions is hereby required and authorized 
to proportionately divide e fora partial loss of sight of either or both 





eyes, upon the basis of t for the loss of one eye herein provided f 

I submit these measures for the examination of the future if not of 
the present, in order that the public records may contain the evidence 
upon which a just conclusion can be arrived at as to the proposition of 
the President and the Democratic party that they are specially the 
friends of the soldiers of the war for the Union; that they have done 
as much, and always what they could, to secure just 
ants of the public. I submit that the record is against them, 
result of the war was against them. 

gl 1, Senate bill 1886, had in it more of good than all the 

n legislation that has taken place or that has been proposed 
uring the last four Congresses by any party whatsoever, and not only 
1ave we failed to secure a consideration of it, not only has that bill in 
the various forms in which it has been pending for years been destroyed 
in the House, but an exceedingly imperfect and comparatively 
and unimportant an ublesome sort of bill in administration, which 
would nevertheless have d was vetoed by the President 
in the Forty-ninth Congress. In this Congres 
a bill, introduced by Senator MAND? 
Army, including or supposed to i: 
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or more cases that Senate bill 1885 would have relieved—a bill which 
we passed simply because we could not pass anything better with hope 
of its favorable consideration by the executive power 

That went to the House along time ago Senators will remember the 


debate we had upon it, that it was a mere } 


took it simply because we had no hope « 
Army came here entreating for t 


Grand 
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he passage of just this little 1 


absolutely in suffe 





in this country, men but for whom there would have been no country 
to-day, no Treasury, no surplus, no existing taxing power whatever, no 
unity, no nation at all. They appealed to us that these men might re- 
ceive a mite to ease the suffering of their remaining lives. That bill 
has gone to the Hous No action ha 2n had upon it, not even by 


the Democratic committee. 

It has not even been returned, as I understand, to the House. Cer- 
tainly it has not been considered, and if considered nobody believes it 
would ever be approved by the Executive, whocomes to us in the mes- 
coun- 
y as one determined that no defender of his country sha!l suffer by 
reason of the hostile action of the Senate of the United States. Ihave 
shown that but for the special act which has been vetoed there never 
would have been any reconsideration, much less reversal of their own 
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unjust action in the Pension Office; there would never have been any 
allowance of the claim. Tell the truth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the message of the 
President, will be referred to the Committee on Pensions, and printed. 


WILLIAM 8. BBADSHAW—VETO MESSAGE, 













The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To thre Se nale 

[ herewith return wit ppro val Senate bill No. 3208, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Wi m S. Bradshaw. 

The beneficiary mentioned in thi 5 bil l was mustered into the military service 


ath day y of October, 1561. 
and in June, 1862, he resigned from the rv- 


on asurgeon’s certificate which he procured, 


as first lientenant on ti 

About eight m 
ice, h resignatior 
and which is a 

“William S i 2d fora certificate to acco mpany hi § res- 
ignation, I do hereby certify that I be ive carefully examined this officer and find 
that his disease is of achronic pleuritic character, contracted (previous to his 
entering the service four years since from an injury received in yar cr a frac- 
tious horse, in consequence of which he was laid up for a number of weeks with 
a severe attack of pleuritis; that he bas never been able to endure severe }: Jabo: or 
since; that since entering the service active drilling or marching has iny 














developed severe p ‘let ritie pains about his chest and underneath his sternum, 
rena je Sage mp resales Get y. 

It is entirely evideut the at the statements contained in this certificate are of 

uch a nature that they must have almost entirely been communicated to the 
surgeon by the officer hin self. it will be observed that there is an absolute 
lack of any intimation that his disabilities were attributable in their origin to 
army service, and he surely can not ask us to believe that a man wi ith the in- 
tell nee fitting him to be a commissioned officer in the Army, and having this 
certificate in his possession, did net know what it contained. 

It furnished the reason for his honorable discharge in the dark days of his 
eountry’s need and operated as an exemption from further military serv ie e 


And yet in September, 1883, more than twenty-one years after his discharge, 


he applied to the Pension Bureau for a pension, alleging lameness of breast and 
back. contracted in the service 

After an examination of all the fa ts, I can not believe that this is a case in 
which a pension should be granted. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

[EXECUTIVE MAwNsIon, Octoder 15, 1838. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Ir. SAWYER. I movethat the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. I object to the reference at thistime. The Senate is 
not in a condition at this time where it has power to pass an order mak- 
ing the reference. Upon that question I desire to be heard for a few 
moments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not hear the Senator 
on that question. 

Mr. BROWN. Not on a motion to refer? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator objects upon the 
ground he states, the Chair will have to ascertain whether the Senate 
is in a condition to refer the bill and message or not. 

Mr. BROWN. I will just conform to the ruling of the Chair, and 
simply object without giving my reason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That being the case, the message 
and bill will lie on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Rich- 
mond, Nicholasville, Irvine and Beattysville Railroad Company. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 3715) for the relief of the State National Bank of New Orleans, 
formerly Louisiana State Bank; in which it requested the coneurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. PHELAN, Mr. LAGAN, and Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania 
managers at the eonference on the part of the House. 

SARAH ©. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Presiding Officer to lay before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1482) 
granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor. The effect of the amendment 
is to reduce the allowance made by the Senate bill from $25 to $12 per 
month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor; which was, in line 6, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert 
**twelve.’’ 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is it the pleasure of the Senate now 
to receive morning business? 
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Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the State of Georgia, praying for the repeal of 
the internal-revenue laws. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finanee, and desire to make some remarks on the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem If there he no objection, the peti- 
tion will be received, ‘and the e Senator from Georgia will be recognized 
as entitled to the floor as soon as other morning business is through. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Thomas H. Shelton and other 
citizens of Green Oak, Ind., praying that a widow’s pension be granted 
to Mrs. Elizabeth New; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
$1008, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

« bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 

A bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers; 

\ bill (H. R. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3608) to grant an increase of pension to William E. 
Prince; 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; and 

A bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Eli Yamgheim. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Rid- 
dle, reported it with an ‘amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


COMMITIEE ON EPIDEMIC DISEASES. 


Mr. DAVIS. I have been requested by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses to present on his behalf a favorable report 
upon the resolution submitted by the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
HAMPTON] October 10, 1888, and to ask for its consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Epidemic Diseases have leave to sit during 
the recess of Congress, and any necessary expenses shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 


Mr. HALE. With the approval of the members of the Committee 
on Appropriations who are present I report a joint resolution and ask 
for its immediate passage. It will speak for itself. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
protect the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, was read the first time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved, cic., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to use so much of any unexpended balance of appropriations for the 
work of the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, District of Columbia. as may be 
necessary, for the purpose of protecting and preserving the work already done 
upon said tunnel. 

Mr. HALE. Under the rulings of the Comptroller no work can be 
continued on this tunnel after the Ist of November, and there is now 
no fund that can be used by the Secretary of War for preserving and 
protecting this great work. The resolution provides simply that from 
the unexpended balances which have not yet been used, the Secretary 
may for that purpose, and for that alone, use such sums as may be 
necessary to protect and preserve the work. 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution was read the second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3633) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Samuel A. Craddock, late of Audrain County, Missouri; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3634) grantinga pension to 
Mrs. Nancy Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER intsoduced a bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to Per- 
sis L. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHACE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3636) for the relief of 
William McClain; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3715) for the relief of the State National Bank of New 
Orleans, formerly Louisiana State Bank, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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¥ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if the: no | main in session 
% objection. M 
§ BUSINESS r! y ly 1 t t 
Mr. BROWN. 1} President, the Constitution l \ time in 
in Article I, section 5, says Se ld } back t j 
f Each House shall be the judge of the elections, re s th : : 
= iis own members, it majority of each shall c« i | i t 
a ness; but a smaller number may adjourn from day : ‘ : s 
3 Neither House of Congress has the right to« sin i 
; of a quorum, and Congress has certainly no right to do busines ( 
absence of a quorum in either House. I suppose I 1 without tran- ly is 
| a scending proper bounds say truthfully that there has not probably | un ti med that t pa 
; been a quorum in the House of Representatives, as shown by the differ- a ¢ 1 chant ith the D tie | 1 the ! 
2 ent divisions ed for and published, at any time within the last ten | « 1 oft } 
% days or two weeks. And while I do not demand a yf the Senate te d is 
¥ at present, I suppose I may say withequal truth that there is not prob- lv ive the H 
: ably a quorum of the Senate now present, either in this Chamber or | both partie ‘ 
in the city of Washington, and that there is no reasonable probability | an irnment M 
that there will « be aquorum of either House pre ering to | lic will state that t! lt y t 
their nai } he first Monday in December. country on tl] 
a It follows therefore that neither can do any business that is objected | believe 1 can p 
q to by a Senator in one case or a Representative in the othe: I submit, Let it be borne in mind 
4 then, that we can do no legal act as a Congress in the present state ot! d ‘ t 
3 affairs, and that there is but one thing left that ought to be done, and | Mr. AL! » | 
q that is, that Congress shall adjourn at the earliest day possible; and it { ible t 
4 might be much more convepvient in getting away from here, if th yn 
: journment should take place before there has been a | ul t ( sen 
a question whether there is a quorum present. thode Island, Mr. ¢ 
y Now, why this extraordinary proceeding? We have already pr have ably expounded tf 
4 tracted the session to a greater length than was ever re “l by any On tl ther hand, t 
other Congress from the commencement of the Government to the | by t r p ; 
present day. We ought to have a good excuse before our constituent rennes Mr. ] ( s 


a for this protracted session, and we ought to be able to show n 
substantial that we have accomplished during ten and a half months I 


‘ ‘ , , 
of constant session. tion of t the « rs ! 
It may be said that our salaries are the same whether Congress is in | I have nentioned, that there is little left for others t 
4 session or not; but the expense of Congress is very different when in [donot by the remar tend to be tood 
5 session to the expense when Congress is not in session. Everyday that | « er ] t I 
we stay here we are wasting in salaries and hire of clerks, messengers, | say that the Repub vith 


doorkeepers, printers, and other expenses, to say nothing of the bills ission and attempt to pass t 
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Let it be borne in mind, however, that a majority of the Senators 
belonging to each of the political parties, including several of the most 
distinguished leaders on each side, are now absent. 

In this state of the case I take it that no vote can be had upon the 
bill, and no good can come from protracting the discussion. If we can 
not at this session pass a tariff bill, we ought without further delay to 
adjourn sine die, and let the bill go over until the December session. 
I do not believe, after the long discussion that has already been had on 
the question, both in and out of Congress, that either party is*making 
a single vote by protracting this debate in this Chamber. 

The intelligent people of the United States have no doubt made up 
their verdict on this question, and they only wait for the election to 


make up the record. If anything can be done to influence them either 
way, it will be better done by meeting the people face to face and dis- 
cussing the question in their hearing than it can be done by sending 


out speeches from this Chamber, which, by the time they are now pre- 
pared, printed, and sent out, will not be generally read, and would 
not probably influence to any great extent the popular verdict. 

The most that can be done by either party in the short remaining 
period of the campaign will be to see to it that they get their people 
to the polls. 

I do not propose to demand a call of the Senate, or to make any 
point to test the question of quorum or no quorum for the present, as 
I understand there are two or three Senators who have already pre- 
pared tariff speeches that they desire to deliver; but I do not believe 
that other legislation ought to be proceeded with until there is a quo- 
rum present to take part in the deliberations of the Senate, and to cast 
their votes on all questions that come before the body, and to discharge 
thcir duty as Senators. 

\ majority of the Senate have no right to leave their seats in this 
Chamber and go home to engage in the campaign or in other business, 
and leave a minority here to protract the session, which has already 
been longer than the people of this country approve. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALison ], who has the bill in charge, if he sees any possible chance 
to pass a tariff bill at the present session of Congress and in the pres- 
ent state of things, when there is not a quorum of either House pres- 
ent and no probability that we can get a quorym before the December 
session ? 

Does the Senator from Iowa expect under any state of the case to be 
able to pass the bill through both Houses in any shape at the present 
session of Congress? If there is to be a tariff bill passed by the Fif- 
tieth Congress, is it not now inevitable that it must be done by the 
next and not by the present session of Congress ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I—— 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to have the Senator from Iowa answer my 
question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown ], I think, in the main has very well stated the situation, and 
therefore it is hardly worth while for me to answer in any great detail 
the specific questions submitted by him. 

I do not now see, I will say frankly to the Senator from Georgia and 
to the Senate, that it is possible to pass through the Senate during the 
remainder of this session the revenue bill under the circumstances 
which surround us. Three weeks from to-morrow we have a Presi- 
dential election. I think it will be conceded by all that Senators should 
have an opportunity of going home in a reasonable time for the purpose 
of participating in that election. So, unless we are to sit here contin- 
nously until the Ist of December without a recess or adjournment, I do 
not think it possible to pass this bill through the Senate. 

The next question is, whether I believe if we should stay until the 
1st of December or until such time as we should get this measure fully 
and intelligently presented, that then the bill could pass the other 
House? As I understand, the rules of the House will require that the 
bill when returned shall go to the Committee of the Whole. There- 
fore should the bill go through it would result in some weeks of dis- 
cussion, and should there be at once a conference ordered, it seems to 
me that under the circumstances it would be impossible to ¢omplete 
the bill before next December. 

There is another thing which I ought to mention, and that is that 
we should have in the consideration of this bill a full Senate, and with- 
out saying anything respecting why we have not a full Senate I think 
Senators will all agree with me that that is impracticable and impos- 
sible for the next few weeks. I do not believe that Senators wilt re- 
main here in session for the next three weeks to consider this bill pend- 
we Presidential election, nor do I believe that we are called upon 
to do so. 

The Senator from Georgia states that this is the longest session 
known in our history; but it is a fact that to this day and to this hour, 
laying aside this tariff question entirely and absolutely, this Senate 
and this Congress are not ready to adjourn. That is a most extraordi- 
nary circumstance. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator repeat that statement? 

Mr. ALLISON. I say, laying aside the question of the tariff en- 
tirely, this Congress is not this day and this hour ready to adjourn if 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





OCTOBER 15, 





it discharges fully the duties which are required of it. We have the 
most extraordinary situation as respects the appropriation bills. One 
of the important appropriation bills of this session, one affecting a vast 
number of people, and in many instances very many poor people, the 
general deficiency bill, has not yet received the signature of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. It was only transmitted to him, I think, © 
last Friday or last Saturday. Therefore, whatever may be said as re- 
spects the discussion of the tariff bill or its confideration in the other 
House or in this Chamber, there has never yet been a moment when 
either House could afford to adjourn on account of the appropriation 
bills which are necessary to carry on this Government. The most im- 
portant appropriation bill in the whole list was signed, I believe, only 
one week ago. Clearly, then, whatever delay has occurred at this ses- 
sjon of Congress has not occurred in this Chamber because of the con- 
sideration of the tariff bill or the want of that consideration. 

Mr. President, the appropriation bills have been considered in this 
Chamber as they came to us with all the diligence that was possible 
under the circumstances aud in the situation that surrounded us. We 
have given in the Committee on Appropriations such consideration as 
we could to those bills and reported them promptly to the Senate of 
the United States. Therefore, whatever may be the situation now, it 
does not arise in this Chamber from the consideration of the tariff bill. 
It arises wholly, so far as we are concerned, from the fact that the ap- 
propriation bills did not come to us as they usually come to us, in the 
early period of the session, and as under the former rules of the House 
of Representatives and the universal custom of that House they here- 
tofore come to us, So this delay in the appropriation bills is the primal 
cause of the situation as respects the Senate to-day. 

The Senator from Georgia says that the House of Representatives 
considered the tarift bill and sent it to us during the last week of July. 
That is true, and it is also true that the Senate Committee on Finance 
took up the bill with all the care and diligence possible, and reported 
it to this Chamber at the 2arliest day practicable. It is also true that 
since that report has been made we have been engaged here in a gen- 
eral discussion of it, and I know perfectly, as the Senator from Georgia 
knows, that other gentlemen desire still to be heard upon the meas- 
ure on both sides of the Chamber. 

So I concur with him in the view that it is not possible for us to 
take up the tariff bill, beginning even to-morrow, and consider it un- 
der the ten-minute rule, to pass it, as this bill should be passed, be- 
fore we return to our respective States for the great Presidential elec- 
tion which is pending. 

Now, whether we should take a recess and come back here within a 
few weeks after that election and go on with this bill, I leave very 
much to the judgment of Senators on both sides of the Chamber. It 
has fallen to my lot to have charge of this bill. It is my purpose, I 
will say to Senators, to pursue it with whatever facility it can be pur- 
sued in this Chamber until it is finally disposed of. 1 am willing to 
allow a reasonable time for general debate upon it, but after a reason- 
able time I shall ask both sides of the Chamber to consent that we 
shall take up this bill paragraph by paragraph, and debate it under 
the ordinary five or ten minute rule respecting each paragraph. 

Whatever we may do now, whether we adjourn to-morrow or next 
day or next week, we ought to have an understanding in this Chamber 
that when we return here this shall be the first and the primal busi- 
ness for our consideration, whether it be in November or December, 
and that we shall give vigilant care and attention to it in order that 
it may go to the House of Representatives before the Christmas holi- 
days, and if I have my wayI shall undertake to pursue this bill to the 
exclusion of all other business in order that that may be accomplished. 

Therefore, Mr. President, having said thus much upon this bill and 
upon the other questions that have detained us here, I am willing to 
submit to the judgment of the Senate as respects its further consider- 
ation. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House bill 9051 is the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. CoCKRELL and Mr. VEst addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the senior Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to bis colleague ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Iowa desire that we should go 
on with the discussion this afternoon? 1 should like to make a mo- 
tion to go into executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor for that purpose. Does the Senator submit the motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRrELL] 
does not wish to proceed to-night, but perhaps some other Senator who 
does not wish to occupy much time is ready to go on this evening. If 
so, I should prefer we should go on for some time to come. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope my colleague will yield unless the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonrR] desires to speak. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin is ready 
to go on this evening. We can have an executive session at a later 
hour. 
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Mr. VES I had just as lief speak now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. I will not make the motion | 
about to submit. 

Mr. VEST. I have no prepared speech on the tariff. The issue has 
been made up and has gone to the country. What I desire to submit 
in a very few moments will be upon some questions which have arisen 
in the current debate on the report and bill that have come from the 
majority of the Finance Committee. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who represents the majority 
of the committee, has just stated that the delay in disposing of tariff 
legislation has come from the House of Representatives. My reply to 
that is simply this, that in the Forty-ninth Congress the Democratic 


was 


party in the House tried to consider the tariff question with a view to | 


readjusting the tariff and diminishing the rates of duty now imposed. 
The Republican party, with a unanimity never seen b 

great question, assisted by a few Democrats, succeeded in postponing 
entirely the consideration of this question. That record is an answer 
to the Senator from Iowa, complete and irrefutable. 

The country understands this whole arrangement; the country un- 
derstands that the Republican party does not wish to pass any tariff 
bill. The manufacturers in the East are to be told that they will re- 
ceive additional protection, if necessary, and the grangers in the North- 


west are to be deluded with a promise of a reduction of duty upon the | 


necessaries of life. That is the status of this question to-day, and no 


amount of assertion or eloquence or argument will change the convic- | 


tion of the people of the United States in that regard. 

But, Mr. President, what I desire particularly to notice is a charge 
made in the national platform of the Republican party to the effect 
that this Administration has placed with pet banks $60,000,000 of the 
public money when that amount should have been applied to the pur- 
chase of bonds and the reduction of the bonded debt of the country. 
The majority of the Committee on Finance have gone away from the 
logical and I might almost say the legitimate discussion of the tariff 


question to make this charge, that the Democratic Administration has | 


taken $60,000,000 of the public money and for purposes of favoritism 
has put it in certain national banks throughout the countr 
There has not been a speech made in this Chamber which pointed 


toward a political subject within the last five months where this charge 
has not,been reiterated. ‘* The uncrowned kingof America”’ with his 
characteristic aggressive eloquence has recently stated that Mr. Clev 


land had put this money into the pockets of certain rich Ds 
Wall street—a charge of corruption, a charge that should damn 
Administration in ali history and for all time to come, if true 

Now, Mr. President, I propose to show what there | 
voritism toward pet banks in this country. I propose to 
the question whether or not enormous amounts of money hay 
put into the pockets of Democrats by this Administration as 
upon this flocr and in the public prints and bystump-speakers 
out the country. 

Mr. Blaine, with his characteristic indifference to actual 
facts, and with that glittering sort of spasmodic eloquence which charac 
terizes his effusions, recently stated that this Administration was puttii 
in the pockets of its favorites $3,000,000 every year, being 5 per cent. 


1as been of fa- 


investi 


ligures 


upon $60,000,000 deposited with the national depositories; and he was 


pleased to observe in a speech lately made in which he is said by 
friends to have annihilated the Postmaster-General, Mr. Dickinson, 
quoting from Charles James Fox, that ignorance in a Cabinet 
was utterly inexcusable. Now, if ignorance in a Cabinet 
inexcusable, what must be or what could be the excus 


ilhi 


an ex-candidate for the Presidency ? 

Mr. Fairchild, in his speech on Saturday last 
effectually disposed of Mr. Blaine’s argument that I 
marks in full: 


in New York, 





WHAT BANKS EARN ON DEPOSITS. 
Mr. Fairchild here quoted Mr. Blaine’s assertion that with money at 5 per 
cent. a deposit of $60,000,000 would be a gratuity to the national banks holding 


the money of $3,000,000 a year. 

This is not true. 
and over. I have in mind a half dozen where I know the office 
are Democrats of prominence. 


So much for the politics; now for the profits. 


Mr. Blaine says that a deposit of $1,000,000 is worth to the depository $50,000 a 


year. Let ussee. A deposit of $1,000,000 would require $910,000 of 4 per cent. 
bonds as the security, which at 125 would have cost $1,137,500. 
loaned at 5 per cent., would have given the bank $56,875 if tl 





bank had no 


become a depository, but being a depository, it must keep 25 per cent. of the 
7,509 interest. 
Blaine, with 
horror, says that the banks are allowed to collect—4 per cent. on $910,000 is 
hould 
be deducted 1} per cent., the yearly proportion of the 25 per cent. premium, 
which the owner of the bonds must lose when the bonds are paid at maturity, 


deposit as a reserve, so it can loan but $750,000, which produces 
Now add the interest on the United States bonds, which Mr. 





$36,400—and you have $73,900 received by the depository. But from this s 


twenty years from date of purchase, and there is left $62,525, the differen 
tween which and $55,875, is $5,650, not $50,000 as stated by Mr. Blaine. 


> be 


So that, Mr. President, by the plainest rules of arithmetical caleu- | 
lation, instead of a profit of $3,000,000 a year which exists in the im- | 
agination of ‘‘the uncrowned kingof America,’’ the profit on the whole 
amount of the deposit, even putting it at $60,000,000, which it never 
was, would amount to $339,000 a year instead of $3,000,000, a mere 
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His 


minister | 
nister be 
for certain 
statements made by the ex-premier of a Republican administration and 


so 


will quote his re- 


There are a number of banks with deposits of a million | 
sto be promi- | 
. . ° . ' 
nent and zealous Republicans, and I can think of but one where the officers 


This money, 
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| 
| 
bagatelle of two million and some six hundred thousand dollars, but 
it 1s as near exactitude as ‘‘the uncrowned king of America’’ ever 
reaches when attacking the Democratic party. 
If Senators will take the trouble to look at Exeeutive Document 
No. 248, they will find a list of the national depositories which have 
received from the Treasury fifty-eight million and some h red thou- 





sand dollars of deposits of the public money. It 1s said that this money 
| was put out through the country to favorites and pet banks | have 


here a list made out with absolute exactness of the amount of money 
that is now in the depositories of the United States, amounting in the 
| aggregate to $58,527,076.78 to this date. I have here a statement of 
| the amount of money placed in the depositories ot « 1 State, and the 


State of Massachusetts, hopelessly Republican beyond a1 ort of per- 
| adventure, has more money in its national depositories in proportion 

lake the State of 
from all its political 
Massachusetts, as I 


Vv 
to population than any State in the entire Un 
Ohio, also a hopelessly Republican State judgin 
antecedents, and Ohio has $7,014,055.21, and 
omitted to state, has $6, 668,831.68. 


on. 


The largest State in the Union and the great 1ancial State of the 
entire country, in which is located Wall street and where is the fi- 
nancial heart of the United States, has $13,354,618, with her enor- 
mous population, while six millions and some hundred thousand dollars 





are in Massachusetts with one-fourth of the population, and $7,000,000 
and more in the hopelessly Republican State of Ohio, whilst in the 
Southern States there isa mere pittance, because, Mr. Presi , under 
the operation of the tariff system the money of the country is in the 
North and in the East and not in the South and West. The national 
| debt and the bonds of the Government are held in the nine manufact- 
uring States in a proportion outside of all legitimate proportion as to 
population and territory. This system has put th y of the coun- 


lent 


mone 


1 


try there, and the national banks are found in a larger proportion in 
those States than elsewhere. 
| But, Mr. President, I propose to look into this question of favoritism 


to pet banks. This is not the first time that the national banks in this 
country have heen used as fiscal agents of the Government. They are 
by law made the fiscal agents of the people of the United States, al- 


though they have at times forgotten that agency and assumed to be 
} 


the master and to control the moneyed intere f the people who 
own them. 

| In 1879,when the Treasury of the United States era Republican 
administration desired to sell the 4 per cent. | is and to fund the 
outstanding bonds of the Government issued before that time at a 


| larger rate of interest than 4 per cent., titution in the city of 
New York, the I National Bank, was in int relations with 
| the Treasury Department of this Government, ar taken the 
pains to collect fron irces the ren exhibit which is 
now upon record in the Tre Department regard to that insti- 
i tution. 
Recollect, Mr. President, that now the 
in round numbers, of public money in the 
tered all over this country—North, South, Ea 


irst imate 


ul | have 
kable 


official so 


ily 


10,000, Ss} eaking 


national 


deposi toric S scat- 
nad West. 


From the 


| account current which I hold in my hand it appears that the First Na- 
tional Bank of New York owed the Government of the United States 
on April 16, 1879, $185,270,787.95; on May 1, 1879, $180,344,941.75; 
on June 1, $151,076,952.94; on August 1, $57,965,036.50; and on the 
first of the next month, September, it owed the G nment $20,065,- 
014.39 

| This was not for money deposited, but it was for bonds sent to that 

| bank, it being indebted, according to this a int current for the 


| months I have stated, the enormous amounts wh ts officials con- 
| trolled and managed as a matter of course for the benefit of their stock- 
holders. 

My friend from Alabama | Mr. MorGAn | asks me 
given. None. The money that of deposito- 
ries is secured by a deposit of United States bon , and not 
of it is put into a depository until the bond e placed byt 


itory in the national Treasury. 


vyhat security was 


Is now out in th nas 


one dollar 


hat dep ss 


| Mr. ALLISON. Shall I understand the Sen to say that there 
was no security in the case of the First Nationa New Yor! 

| Mr. VEST. Notthat I know of. W he § tat hat i 
| curity there was? 
| Mr. ALLISON. United States bonds for every « of it It j 
| secured by United States bonds 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the t I t National 
| Bank of New York was made a fiscal agen ( ment to dis- 
| pose of the 4 per cent. bonds. They were permitted to pay in bonds 
| of the Government, which we sought then to re nstead of money, 
| and the only security that the Govern: t of t nited States had 








was in the fact that these bonds were paid over sh was paid over 

| on this current account n time totime. I propose to put the ac- 
| countin the Recor», and the Senator from Iowa ll see that they 
| paid, for instance, in tne city of Washington a large amount, $256,135, 
| and so on from day to day in bonds, bonds of the Government that 
were to be refunded, and then in another column is their cash a int. 
There are two accounts, oneof the First National Bank of New York 





Senet ae 


Sass He ae 





a 
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as a corporation, and the other of the syndicate which they repre- | of bonds. When these telegrams were received the bonds were sent 
sented, but in either event they sent orders by telegraph for bonds, | and the bank wascharged with the amount. I will insert the accounts 
one of those telegrams being for the enormous sum of $190,000,000 | in the Recor»: 


Statement showing the payments made by the First National Bank of New York from April 16, 1879, te October 17, 1879. 


Account No. 1—General. Account No 


Total payments 
an tae team — " 
Called bonds as per tran Balance 


scripts. 


Date of payment. Called bonds Cash paid i 
paid in Wash- New York. paid in Wash- 


ington. ington. 


Cash paid in 
New York. 
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Mr. CHACE. Did he get any interest on the money he put in the 
banks? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that he got any interest upon it, and | 
there is no pretense that he did. 

Mr. CHACE., ‘Then is it not the fact that he refused to buy bonds 
with the Government's money when by buying them he could have 
saved interest, and put the money in the banks and got no interest? | 

Mr. VEST. I would prefer that the Senator should make his own 
speech in his own time. He is simply making an argument in the 
guise of a question. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one question 
and ther! will promise not to ask another? Did not the Secretary 
when he lent these $60,000,000, or $58,000,000, to the banks, as the | 
Senator has just stated, compel those banks to purchase bonds for se- | 
curity and thereby raise the price of bonds just as much as if he had 
bought them himself? 

Mr. VEST. That matter is fully discussed in Mr. Fairchild’s report. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to hear the Senator’s view. 

Mr. VEST. He says that in his judgment that was not the result. 
But it is impossible to arrive at anything except an approximate an- 
swer to that question. 

Mr. HOAR. The banks bought the bonds and got currency for those 
bonds? ‘ 

Mr. VEST. ‘That was a question for the banks to determine. If 
they wanted the public money deposited with them, they were com- 
pelled to deposit the bonds; and if they did not have them, to purchase 
them and deposit them as security for the bonds. 

Mr. HOAR. That put up the bonds. 

Mr. VEST. What was the effect of the purchase of these bonds it 
is impossible for me or any other living man to answer. The bond 
market was manipulated in the city of New York and by interests 
which in a monetary sense were adverse to the Treasury. The Treas- 
ury of the United States was simply in the condition of any other pur- 
chaser of bonds in the market; it was compelled to consider the exist- 
ingcircumstances. It was compelled to watch its monetary adversaries, 
and it was compelled to keep down enormous premiums and at the 
same time to prevent a panic in monetary circles. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the Senator tell the Senate and 
the country how many of these bonds were rejected at 26}, at 263, and 
at 26} premium to be subsequently bought at 28, 29, and 30? 

Mr. VEST. I have a full statement here. It is accessible to the 
Senator, and [ will put it in the REcorb. 

Mr. TELLER. I want the Senator to tell us—— 

Mr. VEST. Iam not able, because 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary’s statement does not show it. 

Mr. VEST. It does show it; it does show the purchases which were 
made and the premium that he paid on every bond purchased. I ad- 
mit, and that is my statement here over and over again, that with 
every purchase that was made by the Treasury Department the pre- 
mium on the bonds advanced, and that was the trouble in this whole 
transaction. It was not the plain, open purchase without any other 
result except that one rfian took the bonds and another took the money, 
but the Secretary was compelled to watch the condition of the money 
market and bond purchases in the city of New York. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. I prefer that Senators would answer me afterwards, but 
I am a yielding man. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator yield ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator if he is not aware of the 
fact that when the Secretary of the Treasury said he would take bonds 
at 124 he was receiving a large number of bonds at 124 when he dis- 
continued the purchase, and that no bonds went up until he had given 
to those bonds a fictitious value by allowing the depository banks to 
become the holders of Government money? F 
Mr. VEST. Ido not know that fact. 











Mr. TELLER. ‘Then I will take occasion to enlighten the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Let the Senator do that. This isan open 
debate with a fair field and no favors asked. You can show it. 

I say in this whole transaction, and I have gone through it as care- 
fully and as patiently as I could, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
honestly endeavored to administer the functions of his great office 
es favors, and certainly without any personal consideration as to 

imself, 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 11, 1888. 


Statement of bonds purchased under circular of April 17, 1888, to June 30, 1888. 
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Bonds purchased October 9 and 10, 1888, 
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Bonds. Premium. 
| 
i 
Four per cent set sneeeesenrs sessees ooctintepesnnedenneneny #4, 473,209 | $1, 297, 228. 00 
| Four and one-half per cent..............06...... 00000 wih 7, 161, 650 698, 740. 25 








ee ; iinbavapentiiaeed 11,634,850 | 1,905, 968, 25 


It is very well known, and Mr. Fairchild stated it frankly, that the 
President of the United States had doubts in regard to his power to 
purchase bonds, and it is an open secret that the Attorney-General gave 
him the opinion that he did not have that power beyond any question, 
but it was a doubtful power at best, and Mr. Cleveland in accordance 
with his character and antecedents as President of the United States, 
refused to exercise a doubtful power and openly declared that he would 
not purchase bonds until Congress had authoritatively given him the 
power to do so, or made an expression of its opinion in regard to that 
Jaw. All of us are familiar with the legislation that was had on that 
account, how a resolution that came from the House of Representatives 
was attempted to be amended by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


| Beck], and finally passed in the shape of a declaration of opinion by 


the Senate and House of Representatives that the power existed. I 
believed that that power existed, but there were lawyers better than 
myself who did not believe it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him there 
to make a historical statement respecting that bill? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill came tous from the House of Represent- 
atives and the Senator from Kentucky put on it an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I recollect it. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that amendment passed here, but it went back 
to the other House and slept the sleep of death there. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course the record shows it and I am 
obliged to my friend, but there was no necessity for the information. 

The point I make in the whole matter in regard to the action of Con- 
gress is this, that the overwhelming sentiment of both Houses and of 
the lawyers of both Houses was to the effect that the power existed, 
and when Mr. Cleveland was satisfied that this was the opinion of the 
lawyers in Congress and the overwhelming opinion of the legal profes- 
sion throughout the country, he immediately ordered the purchase of 
bonds, and the purchase commenced within two days afterwards as the 
record shows, and $48,000,000 of bonds have been purchased since that 
time. 

I have heard it stated that the Treasury Department purchased bonds 
before Congress had passed this resolution or considered it. It is not 
true, Mr. President. No bond was purchased, except for the sinkiug 
fund, prior to the time that Congress passed upon this rescéution, and 
the first circular was issued on April 17, two days after the resolu- 
tion had been considered in the Senate and the House. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts asked me if in 1879 the First 
National Bank of New York was not acting simply as a fiscal agent of 
the Government, and ifit hadany right to make money out of the trans- 
actions between it and the Government of the United States, under 
which it bought bonds and transferred them to the Secretary of the 
Treasury in exchange for 4 percents, or paid cash. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator, I think, misunderstood my question. My 
question was whether it had a right to make money out of this fund. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know whether it had the right or not; I know 
it did; and that is the point Iam comingto. Iam coming to the point 
that is made in every speech and in every Republican newspaper in the 
country, that there are pet banks in New York. I want toshow apet 
that was petted and caressed as never was any dainty darling before. 
I want to show a pet that was the pet of pets, and nothing like it has 
ever been seen in the financial history of the world. 

I have made a compendium of the history of this bank. Ido not 
blame the bank; I do not blame its officers; their business is to make 
money. Iam talking now about a system adopted by a Republican 
administration, whose supporters taunt us with having pet banks in 
the city of New York to put money into the pockets of rich Democrats. 

The First National Bank of New York—I speak from the record— 
was organized in July, 1863. The capital stock, at first $200,000, was 
increased to $300,000 in December, 1863, and in April, 1864, to $500, - 
000, at which figure it has remained ever since. Up to the end of 
1877 the bank had paid moderate dividends and had gradually accumu- 
lated a surplus of over $700,000, so that it began the year 1878 with a 
little over $1,200,000 working capital. The total profits of 1878, ac- 
cording to the table, were $466,000, to which must be added dividends 
of 52 per cent. on $500,000, which somehow do not appear in the 
Chronicle’s tables, making $260,000 more, or over $700,000 profits in 
one year, about 60 per cent. on $1,200,000. The stockholders got 
$320,000 in dividends, and the stock of the bank is quoted in the 
Chronicle January, 1879, at $400 per share of $100. ; 

At the beginning of 1879 the surplus was $1,760,000, making the 
working capital $2,260,000, and the profits of that year amounted to 
$1,225,000, which is nearly two-and-a-half times the capital proper and 
60 per cent. of the compounded capital and surplus. 
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Starting with an investment of $1,236,700 on the Ist of January, 1878 
this fortunate institution in five years realized $4, 486, 000 in profit 
Of this amount $2,740,000 was added to its surplus, and $1,7 
was paid in cash dividends. 

Since 1882 the profits have not been so conspicuon 
run up very near to $1,000,000. 

It ts a fact that ey r with $200,000 capit l, which was 
creased in April, 1864, to $500,000, this bank has realized in net profits 
over $10,000,000, which is 80 per cent. per annum for twenty-five 
on $500,000, 

Mr. TELLER. 
tion ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean to say that the bank made 
those profits on Government deposits ? 

Mr. VEST. I mean to say that the basis of their enormou 
was laid in 1879 through this relation with the Government. 


16.000 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a que 


s profits 


Table showing capital, su plus, divide nds, elc., of t he Fi 


Where found. Capital 








- Year. 
Volume.’ Page. Par of stock. | Amount. Amount. At date Per cent. | Amount.| Amount.t Per cent.t 
18 BE 1 SUE ich ddineidessnckinindecniastnuninuniebitdndpieheceuel $100 $500,000 Notstated 15 $75, 000 
20 x } 100 500, 000 do 14 70, 000 
22 Se. MP atcuessiedcatonen ' 100 500, 000 do 12 60, 000 
2h 13 1876 ...... eows eronesee , 100 500, 000 do 12 6), 000 
26 140 | 1877.. | 100 500. 000 $736,766 | Jan. 5, 1878 12 60, 000 ‘ 
28 219 L878 .. 100 500. 000 1. 142.700 Jan. 1 IS7o 12 60). 000 $166, 0065 7.7 
x0 | 14 | 1879 100 500, 000 1, 767,700 | Dec. 12. 1879 120 600, 000 1. 225. ovo 74.6 
32 67 1880 100 500. 000 2,441,800 Dee 21. [S80 0” 150. 000 824.100 6.3 
*3 XI1If | 1881 ' 100 500, 000 3,010,500 | Dec, 31, 1881 40 200. 000 768. 700 26.1 
836 XIII 1882. 100 00, OOO 3,477, 700 | Dee, 30, 1882 10 200, 000 667, 200 19.0 
#33 89 | 1883 aa 100 500,000 | 3,437,700 | Dec 1883 40 200, 000 160, 000 4.0 
*410 94 1884 . | 100 SO, 000 788,100 | Dec. 20, 1884 40 200. 000 550. 400 14.0 
#42 101 | 1885 100 500, 000 4,322,800 | Dec. 1, 1885 40 200, 000 734. 700 | 17. 1 
*44 | 108 | 1886 : , 100 500. 000 5.095.500 Mar. 4, 1884 40 200. 000 72.700 2 
*46 BO | BOOE scntecscesoces wheres Gslnineiadbandacanbeiaeaeel 100 500, 000 5,384,800 De 7, 1884 10 200, 000 489, 300 8.7 
* Investor's supplement. 
| The figures in these three columns are obtained by computation from those g n by the Chronic 


Mr. TELLER. 
had in 1879? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know how much deposits they had. 

Mr. TELLER. I mean Government deposits. 

Mr. VEST. They handled $120,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds, I know, 
as shown by this account, in 1879. They subscribed at one time by 
telegraph for $190,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds, and the telegram is on 
file now in the Treasury Department; but they got $120,000,000, and 
the bank which the year before and all the years before had only de- 
clared 12 per cent. dividend declared 120 per cent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Was that the result of commissions 
bonds ? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand anything about it. 
account, and that is all I know. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam glad you do not know anything about it. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Senator attend to pensions. 


Will the Senator now tell us how much deposits they 


for placing the 
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National Bank, 
York Financial Chronicle. 


I am now on this | 


question and I want to get through it as intelligently as I can with | 


my poor capacity. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not like to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I will yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that the profit was vot 
made out of the Government, but that this bank acted as the banker 
for a large syndicate of people who were purchasing bonds, and that 
the profit was made out of those people and not out of the Govern- 
meut? 

Mr. VEST. I understand Mr. Blaine to say that the $3,000,000 a 
year on the $60,000,000 of Government money is made out of the peo- 
ple of the United States, and he used the expression in his speech at 
Grand Rapids, picking out someold granger in the crowd as an exemplar 
of the horny-fisted yeomanry of the country, and said, *‘ My friend, 
your money and mine is being loaned out by these banks at 5 per 
cent. interest.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. 
answer to my question. The Senator is dealing with this question as 
a Senator, and he is dealing in the presence of the American people, 
and I want to know whether he, as a Senator on this floor, dures to 
charge that they made this large ‘amount of money out of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or any money out of the United States, be- 
cause that is the only point with which we are concerned, not what 
they made out of other bankers. 

Mr. VEST. It is hardly necessary for the Senator to inform me that 
I am in the presence of the American people, and that I am dealing 
with this as a Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. It did seem so to me, 
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Mr. TELLER. That is not the « stion I want the Senator to 








EST I will not lL any further I prefer to mak own 

argument in my own way, and the Senator can criticise it afterwards 
Mr. TELLER If the Senator declines to yield, it is all right. . 

Mr. VEST. I want to be entirely fair, and certainly not ill-natured, 


but I should like to proceed with my statement consecutively 
I do not mean to say that all this was made out of Government 
but I say this bank, which had only made ordinary dividends 
. ; stock- 
holders have since received. I will show it fromthe record. In 1878 
that bank made 12 per cent.; in 1879 it made 120—think of it—120 
per cent., and it only made it after these bond transactions with the 
lreasury of the United States. Here is a list of its dividends taken 
from the record: In 1873, 15 per cent.; in 1874, 14 per cent.; in 187 
11 per cent.; in 1876, 12 per cent.; in 1877, 12 per cent.; in 1878, 12 
per cent.; in 1879, 120 per cent. 


money, 
up to 1879, in that year laid the basis of all the protits which 


New York ¢ dates named, the items being taken from the New 


“ty, at the 


Surplus Dividends Annual profits 


Mr. VEST. Ido not undertake to say that this money 
out of the Treasury of the United States directly. 
the question of pet banks. 

Mr. TELLER. Was it so made indirectly ? 
Mr. VEST. I say it was made by reason of the favoritism shown t 
that bank in its fiscal operations with the Treasury of the United 

States, and the record shows it. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean to say that that bank had 
any privilege not granted to every other bank in the United States? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, as a matter of course, Mr. President, 
speech would not be worth anything. I mean to say that this enor- 
mous dividend was not declared by any other bank. 
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Mr. TELLER. That is not the question. Did the Government ex- 
tend to this bank privileges it did not extend to any other? I want 
to know whether the Senator will say that. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, because they made this bank tl 


fiscal agent and gave them the privilege of ae other bonds and 
they accepted for the 4 percents, and the account current here shows 
that the Treasury allowed an enormous amount to be overd 
months from this bank. That was not a good year for national banks 
either. I want to read from the remarks of the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, who is now Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Sue&RMAN |}, for 1879, the 
year that this bank declared 120 per cent. dividend. Here is what he 


ne ft 


The effect of the business depression prevalent from 1873 until the resu 
tion of specie payments upon the national banks is shown in the losses which 
they have sustained and the dividends which many have been compelled to pa 
also by the noticeable diminution, from year to year, in the aggregate surp 

But this was an oasis in the financial desert. Instead of their hav 


ing diminished profits the profits were enormous beyond anything 
known in financial history for the amount of c: 
But, Mr. President, we are told by our friends on the opposite side 
of the Chamber that the responsibility for this condition of the Treas- 
ury of the United States rests upon the Democratic party. I have al 
luded to the fact that the Democrats in the House of Representatives 
twice attempted to consider this matter of the tariff, and were de 
feated by the solid Republican vote, with a few recalcitrant Democrats. 
Why did not our friends on the other side offer a tariff bil 
House if they wanted to reduce the surplus, as they said they intended 
to do in their national platform of 1484? Why did they make no 


attempt to reduce it? Instead of considering the question at all they 


apital invested 


in the 


voted it down, and then taunted the Democratic party with the fact 
that they had sent no bill to the Republican Senate from a Democratic 


House of Representatives. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 
an answer. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer to let the Senator answer itafterwards. Ihave 
no doubt he is entirely competent to doit. I will listen to my friend 
from Rhode Island witha great deal of pleasure. No one has a higher 
opinion of his ability than I have, especially his ability on tariff ques- 
tions, and if he wants a certificate from me, I will tell the people of 

thode Island that he is the most valuable Senator they have ever had 
on this floor. If they were to defeat him for the Senate, aiter reading 
this bill which he has reported here, they would deserve to be blotted 
out from the list of States. The fine Italian hand of my friend from 
Rhode Island is evident in every line of this bill. I say it with the 
kindest feeling to him. He represents his people and I am represent- 
ing mine. The difference between us is that he is getting an undue 
propostion of the money of the country at the expense of my con- 
stituents, in my opinion. 

Mr. President, I have taken the trouble, through the most valuable 
expert, I think, in the Treasury Department, to reduce to a reasonable 
compass the Senate substitute for the Mills bill, and I want to show 
what the reduction of taxation hasbeen. Iwillask to put these tables 
into the REcoRD so that they can be open to inspection and criticism, 
but I want to give the result of the reduction of taxation which has 
been promised us by the Republican party on the necessaries of life as 
found in the following statement: This is ‘‘the values of and duties 
collected on the below-named manufactured articles entered for con- 
sumption in the United States during the year ending June 30, 1887, 
with the estimated amounts of duty accruing on like imports under 
the provisions of House bill 9051 and the Senate substitute; also show- 
ing the excess in amounts of duty under the Senate substitute over like 
amounts under the present laws and House bill 9051,’’ which is the 
Mills bill. 

This, I take it, is valuable. All theoretic discussions have closed, 
and we come now to actual results. We want to see which party has 
attempted to reduce the import duties on the necessaries of life. 

Take up the first schedule—but I will pass the schedules; they are 
here and they can be inspected by my friends on the other side. Iwas 
anxious to see certain specific articles manufactured in New England— 
for that is the milk in the cocoa-nut—and the ever-present hand of New 
England is seen in this bill. 


I will answer the question, if the Senator wants 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


OCTOBER 15, 





Take woolens, cloths. The excess of duties under the Senate substi- 
tute over the present tariff is 6.75 per cent.; it is 87.88 per cent. over 
the Mills bill. It is 8.23 per cent. on dress goods over the present 
tariff, and it is 95.05 per cent. over the House bill. It is 14.50 per cent. 
excess over the present tariff on knit goods, and it is 79.44 per cent. 
over the Mills bill. It is 67.51 per cent. excess over the present tariff 
on shawls, and it is 70.67 over the House bill. It is 64.71 over the 
present tariff on yarns, and 186 per cent. over the Mills bill on yarns, 

Now, take cotton, another New England manufacture. On thread, 
not on spools, it increases the rate of duty over the present tariff 10.09 
per cent., and over the Mills bill 31.39. On cloths it increases the 
duty over the present tariff 9.88 per cent., and 24.95 over the Mills 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willthe Senator allow me to ask him one question ? 

Mr, VEST. Well, I prefer to get through with the table, and then 
the Senator can explain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to ask whether this is a list of the neces- 
saries of life ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, most of them are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call attention to the next two or three items. 

Mr. VEST. If they are not, they can very easily be pointed out. 
I rathvr think woolens are necessaries of life. My impression is that 
if any man would try a blizzard up in my country he would come to 
that conclusion very rapidly. I think that cottons, shawls, yarns, 
knit goods, and dress goods generally are necessaries of life. 

Now, we come to flax, hemp, and jute, brown and bleached linens; 
the increase in the Senate substitute over the present tariff is 14.29 per 
cent., and over the Mills bill 62.94 per cent. On laces and embroid- 
eries it is 66.67 per cent. over the present tariff and 66.67 over the 
Mills bill. On yarns the increase over the present tariff is 14.20 and 
over the Mills bill 166.66 per cent. 

On steel in forms not specified the increase over the present tariff is 
33.42 per cent., and over the Mills bill the same. On railway bars, 
which is the only reduction on anything that can be called necessaries 
of life—perhaps I state it too strongly, but I mean to say that the only 
decrease of duty, outside of sugar, of any prominence in the Senate bill 
is upon railway bars, and there the decrease under the present tariff 
is 24.69 and over the Mills bill an increase of 42.35 per cent. 

I now present this analysis: 


Values of and duties collected on the below-named manufactured articles entered for consumption in the United States during the year ending June 30, 
1887, with the estimated amounts of duty accruing on like imports under the provisions of House bill 9051 and the Senate substitute; also, showing 
he excess in amoun duty under the Senate substitute over like amounts under the present laws and House bill 9051. 

i} ts of duty under the Senate substitut lik i ler th tl and House biil 9051 
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Excess of duties under Senate substitute 
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| over— 
itthiten Values. Present laws. | House bill. Senate substitute. Present laws. House bill, 
i | ; | | 
| Av. ad | Av. ad | Av. ad | = Per 
Amounts. | valorem} Amounts. jvalorem; Amounts, | valorem | Amounts. | *° Amounts, é 
. 5 | cent. cent, 
rates, | rates, rates. 
a etal rah Mien el hala sistas biplane Raa cca tates eolias: 
} 1 | | 
Wooiens: Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. | | 
Sm crisisssvncisees innate ‘nce $10, 022, 370. 67 | $7,055, 824. 94 | 70.40 | $4, 008, 948, 26 | 40.00 | $7,531, 853. 64 75.15 | $476, 028, 70 6.75 | $3,522, 905, 38 87.83 
Dress goods ... .| 17,199,141, 02 | 12,398, 974. 92 72.09 | 6,879, 656.41 | 40.00 | 13, 419, 025. 95 78.02 | 1, 020,051.03 8.23 | 6,539, 369.54 95. 05 
EES BOSOE...nccersccessvees 1, 980, 453. 74 1, 243, 689. 31 52. 80 792,181.49 40.00 | 1, 423, 935. 33 71.90 180, 246. 02 14.50 | 631, 753. 84 79. 44 
SBA WIB,...00 000000000000 co ccese 1, 029, 998.19 654, 008. 00 63. 50 411, 999, 27 40. 00 | 703, 154. 00 68. 27 49, 146. 00 7.51 | 291, 154.73 70. 67 
Yarns 2.0... verceeees cementum 1, 747,562.09 | 1,207, 734. 64 69, 11 699, 024. 84 | 40.00 | 1,989, 236. 45 113. 83 731,501. 81 64. 71 1, 290, 211. €1 186.) 
Cottons: | | 
Thread, not on spools... 919, 702. 30 423, 759.58 46.08 | 355, 035 58 38. 60 466, 497. 26 | 50.72 42,737.63 | 10.09 | 111,461.68 | 31.29 
CROCS ovncccresccccccveses seoccee 3,555, 347.28 | 1,617, 200.80 45.49 1, 422, 138.91 | 40.00 | 1,777,010.63 49. 93 159, 809.83 | 9.88 | 354, 871. 72 24. 95 
Flax, hemp, and jute: | | | 
Brown and bleached | 
linens, etec...........+. .-| 13,589,418.55 | 4,756, 296.50 35.00 | 3,397, 354. 64 | 25.00 | 5, 485,767.42 . 00 679, 470.92 | 14.29 | 2,138, 412.78 62. 94 
Laces and embroideries. 1, 142, 473. 35 342, 742. 00 30.00 342,742. 00 | 30.00 | 571, 236. 67 50. 00 228, 494.67 | 66.67 | 228, 494. 67 66. 67 
VRPMB. 000000000000 seecerseveecens | 789, 013. 50 276, 154.73 35. 00 118, 354. 02 | 15. 00 | 315, 605. 40 40.00 39, 450. 67 14. 29 197, 251. 3s 166. 65 
Iron and steel : | | 
Steel, in forms not spec- | a “ 
$MROM..... ..ercereeescecese iene 6, 091, 898.65 | 2,614,385. 43 42.92 | 2,614,385.65 | 42.92 3,488,080.52 57.26 | 873, 695. 09 33.42 | 873, 695.09 33. 42 
Railway bars.. .. os 1, 000, 329. 00 843, 347. 49 84. 30 446, 853. 04 41.67 636, 152. 29 63.59 | *207,195. 20 *24. 69 189, 299. 3} 42.35 
TOD PARED sccreccscs ssececees 16, 883, 813.95 | 5,706, 433. 89 Fin cencencncsas hostess siscsaree 5, 706, 433. 89 BB. BD |.recereveessereerseeleeneeseesee| 5, 706, 433. 19 100. 60 
Needles, not for ma- | i rr 
GRIMES 2... ccrcssrvecessoerce cee 307, 484. 44 76, 871.10 25.00 | Free ibeabapeaye. cones 76, 871.10 FB. GD jnccccntoceses enous | sonsoupeenty 76,871.10 | 1(0.00 











* Minus, 
Nore.—The amounts of duty stated as ‘collected ’ under House bill and Senate substitute are estimated upon the imports of 1887, 


Now, Mr. President, in a few words, what is the result of this oper- | United States. 


ation? ‘The only substantial decrease in the whole of this bill is upon 
sugar, and sugar is made the stalking-horse for an increase upon all 
the necessaries of life manufactured in New England. Sugar, a South- 
ern product, is made to bear the burden of this reduction for the pur- 
pose of concealing the increase upon cottons and woolens which are 
manufactured in the factories of New England, and it is a remarkable 
ct that our friends whose shibboleth politically is protection to in- 
ant industries should attack sugar at the very time when it is strug- 
gling intolife upon the prairies of the great Northwest. In your State, 
Mr. President, and mine the sugar industry to-day promises to furnish 
enough sugar to supply every man, womap, and child in the whole 


The Commissioner of Agriculture reports that in the 
culture of sorghum the seed and cane fed to stock will pay for the 
manufacture of the sugar. So it is a clear profit to the people upon 
these prairies who go into the culture of sugar on the stalk. 

I have my personal opinions in regard to the sugar tax, and if iso- 
lated from this bill and from any other consideration, I should express 
them here to-day very freely, but I call the attention of my friend from 
Iowa, whose people can raise sorghum as well as mine, that at this par- 
ticular juncture when the principle of protection to the infant industries 
should be applied by the Republican party, if ever, they take it away 
from the sugar industry, for the only substantial reduction in the entire 
bill on duties is made upon sugar. 
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? Mr. President, I do not care to go further into the ars ent t]} 1e CO t 
: details of this bill. I want to make one single observation and I am | you get pig-iron into tl i 
done. I wish to discuss this bill fairly. time has come | statement that itis a d vd 
when the people of the United States to face with | 1 hes the hand of t 
great industrial and financial questions, and when they must be deter tended to protect the t , 1 
nined by intellectual effort and fair argu J t to « ler all the labor in 1 
these questions fairly, if I know myself. nd weaving. until it bec: 
The Senator from Iowa, for whom I have the greatest regard, made | tailor, in the question of protect t 
a statement in his opening speech which I doubted and wh am | product, ymes tf 
satisfied is not correct. He said that the cost of the manuf: of | entitled to legi : 
steel from pig-iron into rails was over $9. I challenge that statement the ed pI 
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facturers. The duty is $17 under the present tariff law. 
by the bill of the Senate to $15.68. My assertion is, and I challenge 
contradiction upon it, aud it is a question of fact, that the cost of the 
labor that changes pig-iron into steel rails is $4.09. I say the protec- 
tion is ample at $11, and when you give the manufacturers $15.68 pro- 
tection you give them more than they are entitled to. That isall I de- 
sire to say, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate justa 
few moments in noticing ene or two points made by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

\s to the last point made, I do not want him to quarrel with me re- 
specting the matter of steel rails. I quoted the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. PAYyNe], his colleague on that side of the Chamber, who gave 
me tee cost of steel rails, and stated that that statement of cost was 
taken from the books of a company in his own city, and he vouched to 
me for the integrity and intelligence of the men who furnished that 
information. ‘Therefore I supposed I had some right to rely upon that 
information, and I inserted it in my remarks. 

[ shall not undertake now to go into detail as to the particular point 
at which protection begins, but I “had supposed that if an American 
steel-rail maker was compelled to buy his pig-iron that paid a duty 
first upon the ore and next upon the pig, and so on through all the 
processes, he would be compelled to buy the pig-iron at such a cost as 
would enable him to compete with people on the other side who paid 
no duty upon their raw material. But I do not intend to discuss that 
question now. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to his criti- 
cisms respecting the surplus in the Treasury fora moment. I do not 
want him to get away from the primal consideration of my criticism, 
although I notice that he called attention to what was said by Mr. 
Blaine at some remote point. I do not want him to get away from the 
proper criticism of the conduct of the Secretary of the Treasury as re- 
spects the surplus by calling attention to the fact that some pet bank 
in 1879 made a large percentage. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] has over and over again explained in this body the situation ot 
1879. That had no relation to the question of the surplus money in 
the Treasury. The deposits quoted from the books of the Treasury, 
or from whatever books the Senator quoted, were deposits made in the 
operation of refunding $600,000,000 of the public debt from a 6 per 
cent. bond into a 4 per cent. bond, and the Virst National Bank ot 
New York, to which he alludes, was one of anumber of banks in New 
York City which subscribed for that loan. 

What was the condition of the law then? It was that the man who 
held a 6 per cent. bond could not be required to surrender it until the 
expiration of a period of ninety days. ‘Then in the operation of the syn- 
dicate it was necessary that there should be some intermediary as re- 
spects the situation between the bonds subscribed for and the bonds 
redeemed in order that the entire monetary business of our country 
would not be disturbed. The Senator from Ohio has made that expla- 
nation overand overagain. I shall not undertake todefend him. He 
needs no defense in this regard. 

but the statement made as respects the present situation is that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has money out of the Treasury which belongs 
to the people, as the Senator says Mr. Blaine said to the old farmer 
who was sitting inthe audience. Where does this $57,000,000 come 
from, I ask the Senator from Missouri, and I will await his reply, that 
is now deposited in certain national banks of our country ? 

Mr. VEST. It comes from excessive tariff taxation. 

Mr, ALLISON. Very well; it comes from excessive taxation; but 
this $57,000,000 comes out of the Treasury of the United States, where 
it belongs, having been paid in there by the tax-payers of the country. 

Now, the criticism upon Secretary Fairchild and this Administration 
is that here were bonds that they could have purchased with this 
money, but instead of doing that they loan it to certain banks without 
interest. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to call his 
attention to an act with which I know he is entirely familiar? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis the act of 1882 for the extension of time for 
the reorganization of the national banks, which was thoroughly de- 
bated here in the Senate. In section 9 of that act it is provided: 

That not more than $3,000,000 of lawful money shall be deposited during any 
calendar month for this purpose. 

That is, for the purpose of taking up a bank’s bonds, the object be- 
ing to protect the Treasury by keeping the money in circulation. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has no right to receive from the national 
banks bonds that would reduce the circulation generally in the United 
States more than $3,000,000 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it possible that the Senator from Alabama is con- 
necting that ninth section of the act of 1882 with anything I am talk- 
ing about? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON, It has no more relation to it than an eclipse. It 
has no possible connection with the question I am considering. My 
point is that the Secretary of the Treasury had $57,000,000 of United 


give a margin of profits of $5 at least on the ton to the steel-rail manu- | States money in the Treasury of the United States that had been col- 
It is reduced | lected and put there by means of taxation. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator was also complaining, if he will allow 
me, that the Secretary of the Treasury was not buying the bonds with 
this money. He can not buy from the national banks more than §3,- 
000,000 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithas no relation, I will say to the Senator, to the 
purchase of bonds. It has relation to the surrender of circulation. 

Mr. MORGAN. But every bond that is bought by the United States 
Government to-day is canceled the moment it is bought. 

Mr. ALLISON. What Iam saying has no relation now to the re- 
lations of the national banks. Here is the point, and it is a point 
Senators on that side of the Chamber can not get away from. Here 
were $57,900,000 in the Treasury that should have been used in the 
purchase of United States bonds, thereby saving to the United Statts 
more than 2 per cent. interest per annum, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the President of the United States, instead of using this 
money for that purpose, which was a legitimate and lawful purpose, 
authorized by law, put the money into the hands of certain national 
banks without interest. That is the point I make against the Senator 
from Alabama and those who uphold this Administration, and I am 
not to be answered that the Secretary of the Treasury could not buy 
these bonds from the national banks. He could buy them wherever 
they were to be purchased in the open markets of the country, with 
more than $700,000,000 of them for sale of one kind of bonds, and 
$250,000,000 of another, with a very small portion in the national 
banks for any purpose whatever. 

It is a mere subterfuge, I will say, with all due respect to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, to quote upon me the ninth section of the act of 
1882. Here was lawful authority to buy‘bonds. The Secretary of the 
Treasury could have bought them and saved from 2} to 2.35 per cent. 
interest per annum to the Government of the United States. Instead 
of doing that he put this money into barks trom the Treasury. 

It will not do for the Senator from Missouri to tell me that the effect of 
buying these bonds was to enhance the price of bonds. The Secretary 
of the Treasury became the biggest bull in the market (if I may use 
that expression here as respects these bonds) when he authorized the 
national banks to receive $1.10 for every dollar of par value of bonds 
put into the Treasury. In other words, he said toa national bank, 
“You deposit here $100 of 4 percents and I will loan you without in- 
terest $110 for them.’’ 

The Secretary of the Treasury makes a fallacious calculation when 
he talks about a bank going into the markets and buying bonds. The 
presumption, and the natural presumption, is that these banks have 
the bonds and they are drawing 4 per cent. interest upon them at the 
time that these deposits are made. In nine cases out of ten they do 
not buy the bonds. They are holding them in the vaults of their 
banks, and the Secretary of the Treasury says to the banker, ‘‘If you 
will transfer these United States bonds that you hold in your vaults 
from your vaults to the Treasyry vaults, I will not only pay you the 
4 per cent. interest that I am paying you now, but I will loan you 
$1.10 for each dollar in order that you may loan that money to the 
people of the United States at the current rate of interest.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that the national banks 
are holding the 4 per cent. bonds when there is not a place in the United 
States they could not loan their money out at 5 and 6 per cent.? Why 
would they hold dead bonds, you might term them, at 4 per cent.? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri knows, as I know, that 
the great banks of our country keep on hand a certain anfount of Gov- 
ernment bonds as indemnity or security against their current deposits. 
They keep them in that form, first, for immediate conversion, and sec- 
ondly, for the purpose of securing interest upon them. There is not a 
national bank in any of our great cities that does not in its assets show 
a considerable amount of bonds carried. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could they not borrow them from their customers 
and then divide the interest they made, the difference? 

Mr. ALLISON. As they have done in many cases, as I am told, on 
account of this enormous stimulus given to them by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Therefore this fallacious statement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury made in Wa!l street will not do, because it assumes that 
before the banks receive the deposits they go into the markets and buy 
the bonds. They have these bonds, and they have them for banking 
purposes, and having them, the Secretary of the Treasury says to them, 
**Deposit your bonds in the Treasury and I will not only pay you the 
interest which you are receiving now, but the people will pay you 
whatever the current rate of interest is.’’ 

The fundamental objection to that, however, rises far beyond this 
question of interest. The interest is a mere surface question. I want 
to suggest a case to the Senatorfrom Missouri. Suppose we were now, 
instead of being about the Ist of October, 1888, about the Ist of October, 
1891, and these $57,000,000 on deposit were in the hands of national banks. 
Although our 4} per cent. bonds would then bedue, the Secretary of the 
Treasury could not call them in. Why? A sudden call of $57,000,000 
from the banks would create a panic throughout this country. The 
objection that I have to these loans for redeposit in the Treasury for 
the purpose of paying current expenses or for the purpose of redeeming 
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the national debt is that a sudden call would at once create a pank 
throughout the United States. 

So the Secretary of the Treasury in order to avoid that made a most 
extraordinary obligation tathese banks when these deposits were made. 

I will read one of them, and I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to this statement. It isa letter from Secretary Fairchild 
and was introduced into a debate in the other House by one of my col- | 
leagues, General WEAVER, from my State. lassume it to be absolutely 
genuine, as it was introduced in debate on the Istof March. Itisa 
letter addressed to the Treasurer by the Secretary. 

Sim: The Western National Bank of New York City— 

We know what bank that is— 

Str: The Western National Bank of New York City has been designated a 
United States depository, and the security fixed for the present at $1,000,000 of 
United States 4 per cent. bonds. In order to avoid the usual delay in obtaining | 
a balance by accumulating revenue deposits, | will thank you, when the bonds 
are received, to cause to be transferred to said bank from national-bank deposi- | 
tories other than those in New York City such amounts as may be deposited 
therein to the credit of your general account in excess of their authorized bal- 
ances, until the sum of $1,100,000 is reached, which amount the Western National 
Bank will be authorized to hold as a fixed balance. 

Respectfully, yours, 


C. 8S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary 


What does that mean? It means that the Western National Bank 
is to have $1,100,000 of Government money, and that it is to be there 
as a fixed balance which it can loan to its customers. Therefore the 
Treasury is in the attitude now of having this money not only in the 
hands of these national banks, but in the hands of people which may 
be liable to a sudden call. So, I say, for public reasons aside from the 
2 per cent. to be made per annum upon this vast amount of money, it 
would have been better for the Secretary of the Treasury to have pur- | 
chased these bonds and allowed the money thus to go into circulation 
among the people. 

That is my criticism upon the conduct of the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury as respects these depusits. Of course, a certain amount of deposits 
in the ordinary transactions of Treasury afiairs must be kept in national 
banks. It runs from $10,000,000 to $15,000,000 and $20,000,000 under 
ordinary circumstances, but here is now $57,000,000 beyond that 
amount. There are in the monthly statements that come to us to the 
credit of disbursing officers $38,000,000 in addition to these $57,000, - 
000, these $38,000,000 being very largely in the hands of the national 
banks subject to the drafts of the disbursing officers. 

Mr. TELLER. Practically altogether. 

Mr. ALLISON. Practically altogether, as the Senator from Colo- 
rado tells me. So there is practically $57,000,000 plus $38,000,000 in 
these national banks. I tell the Senator from Missouri he can not g t 
away from this criticism by alluding to Treasury operations in 1879, 
which were necessary or proper, at least in a large degree, for the pur- 
pose of refunding the interest-bearing debt then bearing 6 per cent. to 
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Mr. TELLER. I desire to reply to some things which have been 
sakl. I do not care about continuing at this late hour of the day. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will yield to me, I will move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro te . Before submittin 
journ, in responding 
[| Mr. CocKRELL], the Chair feels bound to state that the senior Sena- 
tor from Missouri | Mr. CocKRFLL] had been recognize 
the pending bill, being the uniinished business. The Chair understood 


the motion to ad- 
yr to an interrogatory of the Senator from Missouri 








ito procee | upon 





him to yield informally, as is frequently done, to his colleague, retain- 
ing his right to the floor. The debate has p: led by unanimous 


consent since, but by the practice which prevails in the Senate, the Chair 
thinks the Senator from Missouri will be entitled to proceed w 
he demands the tloor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I give notice that immediately after the ordinary 
routine business in the morning I shall move to take up the bill 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that I dissent from the ruling of the 
Chair that any Senator has aright to yield the floor and havea debate go 
on all the legislative day and then resume it, es ially when the Sena- 
tor was not speaking. I do not want to be technical about it and 
insist on n..king some remarks to the Senate at this time or even to- 
morrow, but as a matter of principle | want to enter my protest against 
the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Colorado will be permitted to 


speak to-morrow, and I hope my colleague will give him an oppor- 


icuever 


| tunity. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was merely stating what 
had been the uniform practice and custom and usage in the body. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not seem quite right that 
launch this class of debate upon the Senate, and then shut o 
side. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


a Senator should 


Ye} cate 
i the other 


Have I shut off the other side? 


Mr. TELLER. Not at all; I am not quarreling with the Senato 
from Missouri; I was criticising the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yielded to my colleague [Mr. Vest], who was 
compelled to be absent. Before he got through the Senator from Iowa 
requested to be recognized I believed it 1 but fair and just and 
right to let him reply to my colleague 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vielded the floor to him. Now, if the Senator 
from Colorado wants to make an additional reply I will yield to him 

| for the purpose, or I will yield to him to-morrow; but I do not pro 


an interest-bearing debt of 4 per cent.; and it will not do either for the | 


Secretary of the Treasury to shield himself behind the fact that there 
yas no law which allowed bond purchases to be made. That law was 
as clear and distinct and explicit as any law upon the statute-book 

Mr. ALDRICH. No law has been since passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. No law has been passed since, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island suggests, but a mere epinion, expressed intelligently by 
the two Houses of Congress; and thereby also hangs a tale, which I 
should think would not be a very agreeable one to the Senator from 
Missouri, or to the Senator from Kentucky, or Senators on that side 
of the Chamber. A bill came here from the House of Representa- 


tives, and a majority of the Senate put upon it a provision that for | 


every million dollars of national-ank notes withdrawn there should be 
a million dollars of silver certificates issued. 
House with that amendment, for the purpose of preventing a sudden 
withdrawal of the circulating medium of our country. That amend- 
ment was so hostile and offensive to this Administration that with that 
amendment the bill now sleeps the sleep of death. 
met by any responsive appeal in the House of Representatives. 


It went back to the | 


It has never been | 


It has been the policy of this Administration, so far as the effect of | 
that policy is concerned, to pile up money in the Treasury by one pre- | 
text and another, so as to furnish an excuse for having $130,000,000 | 
in the Treasury, in order to break down the protective system of our | 


country, which was called the other day an ‘‘infamous system’’ by 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. President, I do not intend, so far as I am concerned, that the 
Administration shall get away from a just and proper criticism of their 
conduct in putting this money into the hands of banks, whether pet 
or otherwise, rather than to have saved the interest to the people by 
purchasing bonds which must be presently paid, because the bonds 
must be paid in 1891. 

I made the prediction in my remarks a few days ago, and I repeat 
it now, that this very money, or the greater portion of it, will be in 
the hands of these identical banks, if the present policy is pursued 
after the 4th of March, 1889, when the 4} per cent. bonds mature in 
October, 1891. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. HOAR. 
now? 


Mr. President-—— 
Does the Senator from Colorado desire to proceed 





to be cut out of my right to control the tim« 

Mr. TELLER. I was just about to say,if I had been allowed to 
proceed, that if the Senator from Missouri insi 
course I would defer my remarks; but I was not allowed to say that 
I am not very particular whether I go on to-night or to-morrow mort 
ing, or whether I defer my remarks until aiter the Senator from M 
souri gets through. I shall simply claim the flo 

Mr. HOAR. May I make asuggestion to theSenator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague will be here in the morning, an 
will yield to the Senator from Colorado in the morning; bat I want i 
to be understood that I have the floor, and I shall not permit every 
other Senator who wants to speak on the bill to 

Mr. TELLER I am not particular about it 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall take the floor as soon as the Senator from 
Towa calls up the bill, and if he does not call up the bill the t thing 
after the morning business I shall doso myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. At what hour? At 2 o'clock? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the morning hour. 


l upon going on 


yr at some time 


ro on and speak. 


Mr. BLAIR. Is thereany agreement by nimous consent to that 
effect? I inquire because it is necessary for me, as I shall h to be 
absent from the Senate, to occupy five or ten minutes at some tim I 
can do it to-night. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion to adjourn 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not upon this subject, b ; upon one where | 


am under a certain necessity to say a werd. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
drawn, the Senator from Missouri yields to the Senator from New Hamp 
shire. 


Che motion to adjourn being W 


RELATIONS WITH CA? 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent that the joint resolation in 
troduced by me on the 6th of August may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joint 


resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows 
A joint resolution(S.R.101)requestir rot 
Government of Her Britannic ) sty witha viewto the political union 
the Dominion of Canada, or any of the provinces subdivisions t e 
and the United States, and for other purposes 





e Preside ittoop inegotiatio sw nt 


Resolved, etc., That the President be requested to open negotiations 


Government of Her Britannic Majesty, in which the Dominion of ¢ ‘ 

the several political subdivis ons thereof shall be represented, with v to 
the settlement of all differences between Her Majesty s Governmen !th 
United States, and especially to thé arrangement of terms mutually hor 
orable, and satisfactory for political union between the Dominion of Canada, on 


between any of the several provinces or subdivisions of the Dominion of Can 
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ada, and the United States, subject to the approval of the people of the Domin- 
jon of Canada, or of the people of any province or subdivision thereof who may 
be included in such arrangement, and to ratification by the United States in such 
manner as Congress may prescribe; such political union to be republican in 
form and in accord with the Federal system and the Constitution of the United 
States; and the negotiations may embrace such further treaties, compacts, and 
alliances as shall be deemed necessary for the future peace, happiness, security, 
and general welfare of Her Majesty's Dominions and of the United States. 





Mr. BLAIR. I have certain information derived from a careful and 
prolonged course of investigation by a very intelligent gentleman 
traveling in Canada for some three or four months, purposely in the 


pursuit of intelligence as to the public opinion of the Dominion of 


Canada upon the question of political union between the two countries, 
and as I have felt an interest in that subject and there is pending in 
the Committee on Foreign Relations the joint resolution bearing upon 
that topic introduced by myself, I wish to have this information 
printed, which has been prepared and condensed at my request and 
addressed to me as chairman of the Senate Committee on Education 
and Labor. It is, I think, about ten pages of matter, written with a 
type-writer. It is collected and prepared by Mr. Charles T. Thomp- 
s0n, a correspondent of the New York Tribune, a very intelligent gen- 
tleman, who made this investigation in pursuance of his own inclina- 
tions and also at the request of others who desired to ascertain as nearly 
as possible the exact condition of publie sentiment upon this great in- 
ternational question. 

If the Senate will give permission to have this paper printed, I will 
not trouble the Senate to read it in extenso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no obj 
leave to print the paper in the Recorp is granted. 

The paper is as follows: 





ction, and 





Sin: The matters affecting the relations between Canada and the United States 
which your committee now has before it, and your interest in advocating the 
political union of the two countries lead me to lay before you the following 
practical facts bearing on the matter of a political union : 

Asa newspaper correspondent I was recently commissioned to go through 
Canada and ascertain the wishes of the Canadian people as to a political union 
with this country. The tour was an exhaustive one, across the entire country, 
through every province, in the important commercial cities as well as sma!l 
agricultural districts, giving an opportunity to talk with representative men, 
members of Parliament, business men, farmers, and laborers on the matter of a 
political union. 

So little is known or understood on this side as to the sentiment on this sub- 
ject in Canada that a brief statement of the facts may be of value in your con- 
sideration of the matter. It appears to be particularly relevant to the present 
discussion, for the wishes of the Canadian people, for or againsta political union, 
would be an important factor in any move which this country would take in 

hat direction. 

First. Canada is ready for a political union. This is sometimes asserted as an 
abstract proposition, but I will undertake to prove it. In a trip covering three 
months, from end to end of Canada, it was found that every community, large 
and small, had the nucleus of a political union party in it. They came from 
both parties, Tories and Grits, the sentiment not being founded on any party 
reasons, but solely in the belief that a political union with the United States 
would lead to Canada’s prosperity. 

The reasons assigned were various, as the succeeding statements of repre- 
sentative men will show. Some took the broad ground that the two countries 
lad a common language and common interest and should be governed in com- 
mon; some that Canada had grown too great to be a mere colony of Great 
Britain; some that the control exercised by Great Britain was a monstrous and 
unnecessary expense; and some that a political union was the only solution of 
grave social and religious problems which have arisen in the province of Que- 
bee and are spreading to Ontario, 

These feelings are best shown by extracts from the views of leading men 
through the Dominion, representing a diversity of localities and interests. 

In the towns immediately along the border the sentiment is particularly 
strong. At Amherstburg, for instance, many of the leading business men and 
bankefs are the most radical in the movement. Hon. Mr. Baifour, member of 
Provincial Parliament from that riding, says he has found many of his col- 
leagues in Parliament openly a¢vocating annexation, and that the number of 
these advocates has grown surprisingly of late. At Windsor, opposite Detroit, 
the leading banker, Mr, Curry, is one of the heads of the sentiment, and he 
even goes so fur as to be ready to adyance a considerable sum of money, $10,000 
or more, to help bring Canada into the Union. The master workman of the 
Knights of Labor of Windsor also expresses sentiments equally as strong, and 
says that political union is desired by the laboring massesof Canada, At Essex 
Center, the central point of the agricultural community of Essex County, the 
feeling was thus stated by Hon. James Brien, member of Parliament: 

“A great many are beginning to favor annexation. It is only within the Jast 
few years, too, that the annexation talk has become so general. Formerly the 
man who whispered in favor of annexation was denounced as a rebel, but it 
has become too common now to treat in that way.” 

This expression is readily borne out by talking with the people of the locality, 
Hon. Brien’s pariner is an open advocate of political union, while the store- 
keepers and business men are almost a unitforit. At Chatham, further up the 
border, the views of Mr. Charles Northwood fairly reflect many similar views: 

** Political union,” said he, “ would be a great benefit to both sides. It is said 
that England would not favor it, and that such a course would be disloyal. I 
think, however, that mother country would like the arrangement for several 
reasons. It would establish a more cordial relation between the mother 
country and the United States, and England’s trade and real interests are 
larger to-day with the States than with Canada. Then, it would relieve the 
mother country from harassing irritation over fishery disputes, Thatis patched 
up for a time, but it will come out again, and the way to stop it for ever is to 
have a political and commercial union, Annexation, too, would help to bring 
about a closer relation between all English-speaking people, by which a fed- 
eration of their nations would eventually rule the world, advancing civiliza- 
tion and Christignity.”’ 

Along the shores of Lake Ontario, where Canadian towns with admirable 
harbors are without sail or shipping, there is a longing for political union as the 
means of restoring theircommerce. For instance, Dr. Clark, the leading phy- 
sician of Cobourg, Ontario, thus expresses it : 

“They asked me what party I belonged to,” said Dr. Clark, ‘but I’ve told 
our politicians I belong to neither of their parties. My party is the one repre- 
senting annexation. When they put up a man representing that feeling he will 
have my support. We should send our representatives to Washington, not to 
Oitawa, IL used to be called rebel for such views, but that time is gone by now. 
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There are too many of the same way of thinkirg. Whend talk of annexation 
new the only answer is that the time has not come yet. There is no longer any 
talk of rebel or of the impossibility of annexation. A secret ballot taken here 
would show a surprising result, and I believe annexation might carry. ‘There 
are many ofour Jeading merchants who would support it, although they would 
not say soopenly. It isa strong feeling throughout Canada,too. Hon. Ebene- 
zer Perry, who was a member of the Canadian senate, told methat he had found 
the leading men of Montreal and Kingston in favor of inexation. 

“It would be of vast benefit in improving Canada. Property would advance 
ould come in here, and that’s what 



















we need. Look at the towns across the line and npare them with the stag- 
nated condition of the towns on this side. Great Britain is thousands of miles 
ay, and has no realinterestin us, Annexation is what Canada needs, and 








have to revive her. 

This is nota random opinion, but i hich is in line with many others, 
the names and expressions being at ha withheld for purposes of brevi 

Going turther back, into the manufacturing communities, the same sentiment 
prevails. At Hamiiton, Ontario, one of the chief manufacturing points of the 
Vominion,the political union sentiment is very prevalent. The president ofthe 
Conservative Ciub, a leading organization, is one of the chief advocates of the 
step, and he is followed by merchants and manufacturers almost without num- 
ber. At Ingersoll, another manufacturing point, Hon. A. McKay, member of 
Parliament, thus expressed his view: 

“ What I wish to see,’’ said he, *‘ is absolute independence from England, and 
I can foresee thatend coming. I would not want tolive in a country if I thought 
it were always to bea merecolony. The United States framed their declara- 
tion of independence when they had only 3,000,000 of people, and we have about 
5,000,000 now. Canada has all the elements to make up a prosperous and inde- 
pendent country. It would be of vast benefit to usin the way of stimulating im- 
migration. The emigrant now comes froma monarchy,and wants to get under 
an independent form of Government. For that reason the United States sys- 
tem of universal suffrage draws the emigrant there and gives him an interest 
inthe country. Hecan not see the same advantages here, where we are part 
of the same sort of monarchy he has left. There would be no drawback to in- 
dependence, such as fear of maintaining a standing army. Canadawillalways 
be too close an ally of the United States to ever have a war with her.” 

There is a class bearing titles and much devoted to English customs who 
treat any expression of political union as disloyal to the mother country. But 
these are comparatively few, and the general desire is to first consider Can- 
ada’sinterest. This idea was thus stated by Mr. John Craig, head of the agri- 
cultural society of Oxford County, Ontario, and one of the best known and 

































| conservative citizens: 


No one could well accuse me of disloyalty,’ said he, “for I was in the 
mother country for forty years before coming here, and therefore had all my 
predilections formed toward her. But I do not regard annexation asa disloyal 
feeling. The Bible doctrine is that the son must turn from his father and 
mother and cleave to his wife; and that’s the case with us here; it means no 
disrespect or disloyalty to the parental roof, however. On a previous issue the 
cry was raised that the mother country would be injured. ‘Then so much the 
worse for the mother country,’ answered Sir John Macdonald. That’s the 
answer now. If annexation will hurt the mother country, why, ‘so much the 
worse for her.’ That is the practical view being taken of the matter now.” 

In the farming communities asimilar wish for political union isgeneral. Atan 
agricultural fair in one ofthe bestagricultural districts | taiked with leading farm- 
erson the subject. James Anderson, a leading farmer and reeve of his locality, 
thus emphatically stated his observations of the farmer sentiment for political 
union, He wasasked if there were one thousand annexationists in his locality. 

“ Yes,” said he, ** not only that, but nine-tenths of our farmers are for outand 
out annexation. If you will drive through the farming district in my town- 
ship you will discover the remarkable prevalence of annexation sentiment. 
They are all for it, not alone commercial union, but political, moral, geograph- 
ical, and religious union. Wipe out the dividing line absolutely—that’s what 
they want—and make us a political part of the United States. There is but one 
eondition imposed, and that is that the new State of Ontario shall retain her 
local laws, the State’s rights doctrine. That could readily be arranged. New 
York has her own State laws and is not governed by United States Federal laws, 
except on Federal questions. Ontario would have the same right to make her 
own laws for all State questions. That overcomes the objection frequently 
raised that Ontario would have to surrender her good laws for the inferior ones 
of the United States. 

“Annexation means an arising from the stagnant condition of Canada’s cities 
and industries to-day. Why is it that Detroit has grown to ametropolis while 
Windsor has languished? Why is it that Woodstock here is not the size of 
Utiea, N. Y., and other inland towns in the States? The places here have fully 
as many natural advantages. They are the centers and supply points for fully 
as rich a farming country. The products, cheese, etc., are fully as abundant. 
And yet they struggle along as dwarf villages, unable to progress. Thereason 
is not in the people or the imaginary line that divides them, but in the Cana- 
dian Government andinstitutions. We needan infusion of American waysand 
means. Annexation would make Woodstock a city of 40,000 inhabitants in the 
next fifteen years. It would build us up with population and capital. 

Going into the province of Quebec, which 1s largely French, the expression 
for political union is even more pronounced, The French have no ties of love 
for Britain,and they would gladly break away from the yoke put on at the 
Plains of Abraham. Even the monument erected by the British in memory 
of Wolfe, which stands in the suburbs of Quebee, on the Plains of Abraham 
is pelted by the French, until it has to be rebuilt frequently. All of the cities 
and towns are French, not English, including Montreal, Quebec, and St. Hya- 
cinthe. The latter is an average Quebec community, with a population of 
about 7,000. There are scarce 100 English-speaking peopic. Not only is their 
language French, but all their inspirations are the same, and there is not even 
a faint bit of sentiment of loyalty for the English Crown 

The only flag flying is the tricolored flag of France, over the skating rink. 
“God save the Queen” is not heard, but the ** Marseillaise’’ rings out at the 
festive gatherings. As one glances over the album of M. Bernier, M. P., the 
pictures of Bonaparte and Josephine, Napoleon IlLand Eugenie are most con- 
spicuous. They do not look to London for their ideas, but to Paris. Merely in 
name is it part of the English Empire. It is not even Canadian, but French. 
Their most cherished friend is the States, and it would take but little to arous 
such people inte enthusiasm for annexation. Judge William T. Mitchell, of Port 
Huron, the United States consul there, to'd me that there were constant de- 
mands for his Stars and Stripes to be used on public oceasions. They seek it 
to fly over the race-course, to decorate the Wamaska club-house, and even to 
lower to half-mast on the death of a distinguished citizen. 

In such communities, having no ties to Britain, but many attractions towards 
this country, the feeling towards political union is particularly strong. It was 
thus expressed by Hon. M. E. Bernier, member of the Dominion Parliament: 

“If you were to go from house to house, and the people were to give a free 
expression of their views, you would find nine out of every ten of them in favor 
of annexation. I am sure of it. The idea that the clergy would oppose it is 
largely erroneous. The priests recognize the fact that on the other side they 
would not be so completely under the control of their superiors, but would 
have more liberties. 1 have heard priests compare the prosperity of their col- 
leagues who had gone to the States with their own lack of it.” 
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have existed on the continent of Europe, and whi t well ments were agreed to: and : even 
i avoided now that both countries are compar: popula 1 the table. 
} and without development, Canada very much moreso, ofcourse, than w rhe latter 1 — ’ 
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should annex us, of course adopting our Constitution. [fr. WAR 




























Mr. BLAIR. LIamnotwillingtodothat. Iam willi I I 1eral to « 
with Canada and that Canada should be united with the Ir. McMILLID 
but I am not willing that theidea of inequality upon either s dier-gene1 
find its way into these considerations. It is nothing but | VARN 
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more than do questions of actual material development and of m: a esignation. It went to th 
consequence. that the languag d in tl 
It is useless at this time to enter wpon the broad lof general dis- ear, and therefore they st: t t 
cussion, and I only called the subject up because |] desirous t] 
this printed and carefully prepared matter which is given to 1 
Mr. Thompson may be spread before the country, and that on ow Mr. McMII over for th t 


side of the line we may be really informed of the general and ‘stron t meet of 1 J 
inclination of the masses of the people, as this information demon- 
strates undoubtedly a majority of the people of Canada are to-day d re } 
sirous of union with the people of the United Sta l 
that that inclination is most earnestly and harmo: l : ' 
by the sixty-five million who make up the American 1 a. S : ‘ eas ; eet 
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The motion was agreed to: an t 5 o’clock an > m : 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, October 16, 1888, at 12 the seaman 
o’clock m. : 
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Ordered, That Mr. Dourn, Mr. Sawyer, and Mr. Cockret be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER, This bill has reached a stage at which it is privi- 
leged. If there be no objection, the House will insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3348) for the re- 
lief of George K. Otis; which was read twice, and referred to the Com4 
mittee on Claims, 

SAMUEL HEIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3351) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Hein; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR THE GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3612) donating 
condemned cannon and small-arms to Naval Post No. 400, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WIDOW OF CHIEF-JUSTICE WAITE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3621) for the 
payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morrison k. Waite the 
balance of a year’s salary; which was read twice. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be objection, this bill will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. An objection would send it to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that is where it ought to go. 
on the same basis as any other claim. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

YELLOW-FEVER CONFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
113) concerning the conference to be held in Washington in December 
next to consider the best means of preventing the introduction of yel- 
low fever and other epidemic diseases into this country. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I ask unanimous consent that that resolution 
be read and considered at this time. It does not make any appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE, 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of 
the United States Mr. PHELAN, Mr. LAGAN, and Mr. O’NEILL of 
Pennsylvania. 


It stands 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BACON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Post, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely. 

To Mr. NEAL, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr. LYMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr. STRUBLE, indefinitely. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA AT GADSDEN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11338) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gads- 
den, in the State of Alabama, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. The changes are immaterial. I ask that the amendments be 
read. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. FORNEY. I hope the gentleman will not object to this. Itis 
simply a House bill in which the Senate has made some immaterial 
amendments. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have already given notice that there 
shall be no more legislation in this House this session. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then you ought to have stopped it some time ago. 
Why do you draw the line on this bill? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I draw it this morning on this bill. 

Mr. FORNEY. You ought to have drawn it earlier. [Laughter. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions. 

Mr. WHEELER (when the State of Alabama was called) offered a 
preamble and resolution in relation to the Senate tariff bill, which was 
tead in part. 

Mr. DINGLEY (before thecompletion of the reading). Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to ask if that is either a bill or a resolution within the mean- 
ing of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to be a resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to be a caucns resolution providing what 
the Democratic party should do, or will do. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] in 
his place on the floor offered the resolution when his State was called. 

Mr. WHEELER, I have offered it in the regular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not in the form of a resolution. 
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Mr. WHEELER. The second resolution provides for the discharge 
of a duty I regard as incumbent upon members of Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It might be very proper in a caucus, but not here. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think it is eminently proper for this body. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that resolution is 
for the Democratic party and is leveled against another party, and 
therefore it is properly a caucus matter, 

* The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, has no control over the char 
acter of resolutions offered by members, except to see that they are re 
spectful to the House and to the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Independent of the bad taste of that resolution 
itis bad sense. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The preamble is no part of the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the resolution propose legislation ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then what is the use of it? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis nota question for theChair. A gentleman 
may introduce a proposition on any subject. The Chair has no con- 
trol of the matter; but the House may take such action as it pleases. 
It may move to lay the proposition on the table, or it may refuse to 
receive it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have the rule read which relates 
to the introduction of bills and resolutions under this call. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first clause of Rule XXIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1. Each Monday morning during a session of Congress, immediately after the 

Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting has been read and approved, 


the Speaker shall call all the States and Territories in alphabetical order for 
bills and resolutions for printing and reference without debate, on which call 


joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of States and Territorial Legis- 


latures may be presented and appropriately referred; and, on this call only, 
resolutions of inquiry directed to the Reads of the Executive Departments shall 
be in order for reference to appropriate committees, which resolutions shall be 
reported to the House within one week thereafter. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that this is neither a 


joint nor a concurrent resolution, within the meaning of the rule. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this rule originally pro- 
vided for the presentation on this call of joint and concurrent resolu- 
tions only. Atthe beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress the rule was 
so changed by the House as to embrace all resolutions; and words 
‘*joint and concurrent ’’ as now embraced in the rule have reierence only 
to resolutions of State and Territorial Legislatures, as the gentleman 
will see if he will examine the language of the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to strike out the word 
‘* Democratic ’’ before ‘‘members.’’ I hardly expect ny aid from 
the other side of the House, as every member I see there to-day voted 
and spoke against the relief for the people which is sought to be se- 
cured by this resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I submit that the time of the House should not be 
occupied by the presentation of a resolution of this kind, which is evi- 
dently not within the intention of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Maine 
that a resolution presented under this call does not necessarily go into 
the RrecorD because it is read. It requires unanimous consent 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the time of the House is being improperly oc- 
cupied by the reading of a caucus resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Thé resolution, the Chair supposes, will go to the 
Committee on Rules, as it does not propose any legislation, but simply 
declares the sense of the House upon certain propositions. 

Mr. WHEELER. The resolution was not read through. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will conclude the reading of the resolu- 
tion without the preamble. The preamble is no part of the resolution. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to know whether this resolution becomes 
a matter of record—whether as read it goes into the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. 
House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Allright,then. I made the inquiry simply be- 
cause the gentleman who offered the resolution isa friend of mine; and 
for his own good name, as well as for the credit of the House, I did not 
wish the resolution to appear in the REcorRD. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am very thankful to the gentleman for express- 
ing a desire to take care of my good name, but I will endeavor to dis- 
charge that duty myself without the aid of any one. 

I asked unanimousconsent to have the word ‘‘ Democratic’’ stricken 
out, because I was delighted to see gentlemen on the other side of the 
House indicate a willingness to unite with us in the continued effort 
to lighten the burdens now borne by the tax-payers, and that is the 
only thing to which the resolution proposes to commit the House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It would spoil the resolution if that word 
were stricken out. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It would be like the play of Hamlet with Ham- 
let left out. 


It does not, except by unanimous consent of the 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. STONE. of Kentucky, introdaced a bill (H. R. 11587) toamend 
sections 851, 856, 857, 8 8, S61, and 862 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. FARQUHAR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11588) au- 
thorizing the building of a bridge across the Hudson River, connecting 
the States of New York and New Jersey, and making it a post-route; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EASTON, PA. 

Mr. SOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 11589) for 
public building at Easton, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LAND BOUNTY FOR SOLDIERS, ETC. 

Mr. SOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11590) granting a bounty 
of 160 acres of land to all non-commissioned officers, private soldiers, 
and sailors who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States during the late war of the rebellion, and to the heirs and 
legal representatives of those who were killed in battle or died while 
in the service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 
Mr. SOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11591) granting a pen- 


1 4 e 
he erection of a 


sion to all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the | 


late war of the rebellion and who are mentally or physically disabled 
and dependent, either wholly or in part, upon charity for support; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SOWDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11592) providing for 


the payment of pensions to all honorably discharged soldiers and sail- 
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being present, the Chair will appoint in his place the gentleman from 


Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTs]. 
FINAI ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. OATES. I desire to offer the following resolution 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. OATES. It is. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Whereas the present session of Congress has continued longer than any other 
held in the history of the Government; and 

Whereas there is much less than a quorum present in the Senate and House 
of Representatives, so that no legislation can be constitutionally enacted: and 

Whereas there is no probability ef a quorum being present in « er of the 
said Houses of Congress during the time which the present session iy by 
law continue: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be : ed to 
close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses on W<« sday 


the 17th day of October, at 12 o'clock m 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire the indulgence of the House 
while I say a few words in explanation of my action in offering the 
I understand full well the difficulty of arriving 
at an agreement, both among Senators and Members of the House in 
respect to this matter of adjournment. It is well known to the whole 
country that there is not a quorum present in the House, and has not 
been for weeks. It is also known there is not a quorum present in the 
It is well known to every one that this House has been wait- 
ing the action of the Senate on the tariff bill, and that they have re- 
ported a substitute for the House bill, and have it under consideration. 
But at the same time we have not a sufficient number present legally 
and constitutionally to adopt a single amendment to it if the question 
is made, as in my judgment it ought to be made, on every important 
question when there is not a quorum present in either House. 

It was certainly contemplated by the framers of the Constitution that 
at least a quorum should be present todo business, and when it is bus- 
iness of such an important character a quorum should pass upon it, 


and nothing less than a quorum. 


ors who served in the military or naval service of the United States | 


during the late war of the rebellion, upon attaining the age of sixty-five 
years; which was read a first and second time, reierred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11593) to provide ad- | 


ditional accommodations for the Government Printing Office; which 
was read a first and second time, reterred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TIME FOR MEETINGS OF CONGRESS. 

Mf. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11594) to designate the 
time for the convening of Congress; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions is now completed. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, my attention has been called by the 
Senate Committee on Pensions to the fact that upon the bill for the re- 
lief of Margaret S. Heintzelman, widow of General Heintzelman, the 
Chair appointed as conferees on the part of the House the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Cu1pMAN] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
THOMPSON] and the gentleman from California [Mr. THOMPSON], 
neither of whom is now in the city. I call the attention of the Chair 
to this fact in order that other conferees may be appointed. 

There is another case to which my attention has been directed by the 
same memoraudum, sent to me by the Senate committee. Upon the 
bill with reference to the pension of the widow of General Kilpatrick 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed upon, but the 
gentlemen representing the House on that committee have left the city 
without filing the report. 
courtesy; I am not interested personally in either of the bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take preper action in the cases re- 
ferred to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for mo- 
tions to suspend the rules; but there is a motion pending made by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], which has priority, if insisted 
upon. The Chair thinks, however, that on the first Monday of this 
month, during the absence of the present occupant of the chair, a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules was also made by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. DuNN], by consent, which motionis also pending. But if the 
gentleman from Missouri insists upon his motion, it has priority. 

Mr. WARNER. The motion of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
DuNN] was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. At any rate the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri has priority. A second was demanded and no quorum voted. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAKNER] has been appointed as 
one of the tellers, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] not 


I bring up these questions as a matter of 





| gentlemen can have a vote on it now. 


I would ask the reference of this resolution to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, which is the usual course to take, but for the fact that it 
is known to all of us that there is nota quorum of that committee pres- 
ent. No committee of this House can muster a quorum of its mem- 
bers, and unless there be present a quorum of the committee they can 
not take any legal action upon it under the rules of the House. And 
in the absence of such a quorum the only thing to dois for every mem- 
ber to act for himself, or defer action on the matter until members of 
the majority can get together and hold a caucus and resolve on the 
subject. 

I am perfectly willing it should take this course. 
force a vote on it. 


I do not wish to 
I know it is a question of privilege and if demanded 
Iam not disposed to press it, 
but if the House or a considerable number of gentlemen want further 
time, either Members of the House or Senators, I am perfectly willing 
the resolution I have offered may lie upon the table to give such an 
opportunity. 


Mr. LANHAM. The recital inthe preambleof the gentleman’s res- 


| olution discloses the fact there is neither a quorum in this House nor 


in the Senate. The question I desire to ask, Mr. Speaker, is whether 
under the rules of the House, and I presume itis the same under the 
rules governing the Senate, it is competent for the House without a 
quorum to pass a resolution to adjourn sine die? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not if the point is made. 

Mr. LANHAM. The resolution declares in the preamble there is 
no quorum present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
which is proposed, 

The SPEAKER. 
tution to be read. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I hope the gentleman from Alabama 
will have unanimous consent of the House to withdraw the preamble 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read that pro- 
vision of the Constitution which prescribes what a less number than a 
quorum of either House may do. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That shows the impossibility of doing the thing 


The Chair will cause the provision of the Consti-. 


ARTICLE I. 
Section 5. Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and quali- 


I 


fications of its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum 
to do business; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may 
be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, in such manner, 
and under such penalties as each House may provide 


The SPEAKER. Less than a quorum, therefore, can do nothing 
except to adjourn from day to day and compel the attendance of absent 
mem bers. 

Mr. KILGORE. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that less than a quorum 
could adjourn, unless the point of no quorum is made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated, but the resolution itself 
recites in the preamble the fact that a quorum is not présent. 

Mr. KILGORE. I hardly think that is a part of the resolution 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alahama, the Chair under- 
stands, does not ask immediate action on the resolution. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would suggest that the gentleman from 
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Alabama strike out the preamble of the resolution and let it be adopted 
now. 
Mr. OATES. I have no objection whatever to striking it out 
is only a part of the argument in support of the motion. 
TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire an immediate vote upon 


the resolution ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would suggest to my friend from 
Alabama that he had better let this go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. OATES. I have no objection. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the question of 
the final adjournment of the session is one that in the present state of 
the Senate, there being no quorum there, could only be accomplished in 
the absence of any objection that might require a quorum to pass the 
resolution. So far as the recitation of the preamble of the resolution 
is concerned, about the absence of a quorum in the House as well as 
at the other end of the Capitol, I think it is just to the House tosay 
that it is known here and throughout the country that the House is 
simply waiting to give the Senate an opportunity to act upon the bill 
passed by the House for the reduction of taxation, a bill that we sent 
to that body some months ago. We are now and have at all times 
been ready to act. I think I would not eulogize this House too much 
were I to say that there is noday upon which it may become necessary 
that a quorum shall be present to pass a bill for the reduction of tax- 
ation that a quorum will not be found present ready to transact that 
legislation. The House has done its whole duty, and only waits to 
force the Senate to act. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me to 
ask him if it has not been demonstrated beyond question to the satis- 
faction both of the House and the country that that bill will not pass 
at this session of Congress ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That, of course, is a matter about which the 
record shows all that can be known, either by myself or the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. LANHAM. Still I think it must be recognized that there is no 
prospect of reaching a conclusion upon the bill at this session. 

Mr. McMILLIN, There were reasons satisfactory to the members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means which prevented the introduc- 
tion of a resolution of this purport to-day. What they were is per- 
haps not properly a subject to present to the House at this time. I 
know the members around me will concur with me in this. I will 
content myself with the statement I have made, and let the House 
take such action upon the resolution as it may see proper. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks consent to let 
this resolution lie over until to-morrow. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The tellers will take their places—— 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, permit me a moment, as I wish to 
make a statement or suggestion in that connection. If there is any 
business that can be done in the House to-day, I do not want to stand 

ein the way, because we know from past experience that this can not 
be seconded unless a quorumis present. Hence it would be taking up 
the time of the House unnecessarily in going through the form of count- 
ing by tellers. If, therefore, this bill can retain its present status—— 

The SPEAKER. It will retain its place. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I do not wish to obstruct any other business 
that may be transacted. If there is anything else that can be trans- 
acted without the presence of a quorum, I do not object. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like to sub- 
mit a little bill for consideration from the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the next committee to 
he called is the Committee on Naval Affairs, then the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, after which the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands will be called. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio has an- 
nounced that no legislation can be had and no business transacted in 
the absence of a quorum of the House; and in view of that fact, and 
jor that reason only, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
think the gentleman from Ohio will ebject to this bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I adhere to the position I have taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio assents to the statement 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, and declines to withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. McMI uty. I have no desire to intervene with this motion to 
defeat the passage of the bill which the gentleman from Arkansas de- 
sires to call up, or any other legislation, and only make the motion in 
view of the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, and because if the 
measure of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRA8] is called up, all 
further business of the House will be blocked by the gentleman from 
Ohio, as he has stated. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I wish to modify my statement to this 
extent, to say that I shall not object toa report from the Labor Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. McRAE. 


I do not 


T would like to have the title of the bill read at least, 
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and let the gentleman from Ohio state whether or not he will object to 
its consideration. It isa matter involving noappropriation. Iam not 
It pertains to Washington Terri- 
tory, the Delegate being now absent 
Mr. WHEELER. And involves laboring men. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will report the 





title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3475) gre nting the use of certain lands in Pierce County, Washington 
Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the purposes of a public park. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as there is evidently no quorum, 
ich we desire to consider meas- 
ures of other committees. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLin], that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHeErry ] 
desires to make a motion relative to a privileged matter, and I with- 
draw my motion temporarily to enable him to make that motion. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (S. 3620)—I think that is the number—relative to the 
electoral count was passed. I now move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is pending. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire to make a motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion was made, the Chair thinks, by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and avote was being 
taken by tellers. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. 

The SPEAKER. 
the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish toinquire whether it would be in order to pro- 
ceed with the unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLin] 
has moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. OATES. Before that motion is put, there was a question made 
on Friday last and not determined by the Chair that I would like to 
have disposed of. That was as to my right to print in the Recorp 
under a former order of the House some matter touching on the tarifi, 
and whether it was competent for me te doit. I stated to the House 
that the matter I wished to publish was not of my own production, 
but was by an essayist. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to determine, and 
not the Chair. 

Mr. OATES. The question was whether the former order of the 
House was broad enough to cover the matter I desired to have printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can state his own recollection of the 
former order, and that is that there was an order allowing gent®men 
to print remarks upon the subject of the tariff, or upon the bill com- 
monly known as the Mills bill. The Chair supposes that gentlemen 
can incorporate in their remarks extracts from the writings of other 
parties. 

Mr. OATES. The question is as to whether it could be done under 
the former order. I do not want to transgress the rules of the House. 
I understand that in printing speeches upon any subject, a member can 
incorporate in his 4peech whatever he deems proper. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That has been the practice; but the Chair would 
state that it is always under the control of the House. The House may 
decline to permit anything to be printed in the RECORD except what 
was actually spoken or read on the floor; and, therefore, the Chair 
thinks this is a question for the House alone, and not for the Chair. 

Mr. OATES. I was calling the attention of the House to the fact 
that there is a continuing order allowing members to print remarks on 
this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that. 

Mr. OATES. Now, the question is whether I can adopt and print 
the substance of an essay as my remarks under that order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the law and under the rules of 
the House, has no control whatever over the Recorp. It is the duty 
of the Chair simply to revise the Journal as kept by the Clerk of the 
House and see that it states correctly the proceedings of the body; but 
the Recorp itself is in the exclusive control of the House, and the 
Chair has no power at all to decide or to direct whether the matter 
shall or shall not be printed in the Recorp. Ifa gentleman prints in 
the Recorp, under an erroneous construction of an order made by the 
House, avy matter that ought not to have gone into it the House has 
the power to strike it out; but the Chair has no power in advance to 
decide what matter can go into the RecorD. 

Mr, WHITE, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] be given leave to print. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no objection to that, provided I'may also 
have the right to print a certain letter relating to foreign wages and 
the condition of foreign labor. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DixeLry]? 

Mr. MANSOUR. I object. 


I withdraw the demand for a further count. 
Then the ayes have it, and the motion is laid on 


[Langhter. ] 
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Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a par! 
quir 
~The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORI Id : ask the Chair whet! 
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n—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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1 M Johnson—to the Committee on In\ 
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Committee on Appropriations. 
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DB. Winbourn, of Davidson County, Tennessee, { 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuriEr, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read 
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their homestead entries to make another entry, and for other purposes; 


A bill (S. 3597) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace mil- 
itary reservation in Kansas; 
A bill (S. 3620) supplementary to the act approved February 3, 188% 


entitled ‘‘An act to fix the day for the meetiiy of the electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of 
questions arising thereon;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Light-House 
3oard to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California. 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or neara 
point about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the 
State of New Jersey; 

A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R,. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of major; 

A bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and 
light supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

A bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 7547) granting the right of way to the Yankton and 
Missouri River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others; 

A bill (H. R. 8855) for the establishment of alight-ship with asteam 
fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark. :’° 

A bill (H. R. 11581) making an appropriation for the enforcement 
of the Chinese exclusion act; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Re- 
public a diploma conferring the decoration of Commander of the Na- 
tional Order of the Legion of Honor; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the 
revenue, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
CocKRELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to submit some remarks in reply partially 
to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] yesterday, dnd some remarks 
that will not perhaps be in the nature of a reply to what he said, and I 
desired to do so this morning; but I propose to wait until the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who is entitled to the floor, and the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], who desires to submit some 
remarks, conclude, and follow the Senator from Wisconsin, who, I un- 
derstand, desires to leave the city this afternoon. When they are 
through, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to be heard. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the question of taxation is by far 
the most important of all the many questions that have demanded the 
consideration and action of the Congress of the United States. Itisa 
vital question with every organized government in the world; always 
has been and always will be such. No system of government can be 
administered without cost or expense. No cost or expense can be in- 
curred and paid by any system of government without some source 
from which to derive the revenue or money to pay such cost or expense. 
No such revenue or money can be obtained by any government with- 
out some burden, some taxation, being imposed upon the subjects or 
citizens of such government directly or indirectly. Such burden, shch 
taxation is the return or the equivalent borne or paid by such subject 
or citizen to his government for the rights, privileges, and immunities 
of his citizenship and the protection of his life, liberty, and property. 
In a perfect system of government every subject or citizen should con- 
tribute equally for the protection of his life and liberty, and in propor- 
tion to the property he possesses for the protection of such property. 

In every system of government, the right and the power to deter. 
mine the amount and objects of and to impose such burden, such tax- 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
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. 
ation upon its citizens, must be vested in some department of such 
government. : 
Under our written Constitution such right and power are vested in 
Congress. Our Constitution requires ‘‘ direct taxes’’ to— 
be apportioned among the several States according to their respective num- 


bers, counting the whole number of persons in each State, excluding Indians 
not taxed— 


And declares that— 


no capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, unless in proportion to the census 
or enumeration herein before directed to be taken— 


And— 
no tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State— 


And— 


no preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce to the ports of one 
State over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to or from one State be 
obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another. 

Section 8, of Article I, provides that— 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 


The grammatical construction and true meaning of which clause, in 
my judgment, is that Congress has the power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises in order to pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and general weliare of the United States. 

What are taxes, duties. imposts, and excises? 

A tax is an excise, a duty, a custom, an impost, whatever is required 
by Government, national, State, municipal, and local, to be paid by 
the people for governmental use; a sum levied by government author- 
ity for public purposes. An excise is a tax imposed on commodities 
produced and consumed in our own country, and is usually called an 
internal or an internal-revenue tax. 

A duty, a custom, an impost is a tax imposed on commodities im- 
ported from foreign countries; is a tariff tax. 

What is the origin of the word ‘‘tariff?’’ Upon a promontory run- 
ning out into the Straits of Gibraltar, at the southern point of Spain, is 
a fortress called ‘‘ Tarifa,’’ which commands the entrance and exit of 
the Mediterranean Sea. When the Moors were in possession they 
demanded, and having the power, exacted, of all vessels passing in or 
out of that sea a duty, a custom, an impost, a tax, or sum fixed ac- 
cording to the rates they prescribed on all commodities transported 
therein, and this duty, custom, tax, so levied and exacted, was called 
** Tarifa,’’? or ‘** Tariff.’’ 

The power to tax vested in Congress is not unlimited, not merely 
discretionary. Constitutions are made to limit, define, and restrain 
the powers of government. 

Judge Thomas M. Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Limitations, 
well says: 

Constitutionally a tax can have no other basis than the raising of revenues 
for public purposes, and whatever governme tal exaction has not this basis is 
tyrannical and unlawful. A tax on imports, tiierefore, the purpose of which is 
not to raise revenue, but to discourage and indirectly prohibit some particular 
import for the benefit of some home manufacturer, may well be questioned as 


being merely colorable, and therefore not warranted by constitutional princi- 
ples. 


Mr. Justice Miller, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Loan Association vs. Topeka (20 
Wallace Reports), most ably expounds the power and objects of taxa- 
tion, and says: 


The theory of our Government, State and national, is opposed to the deposit 
of unlimited power anywhere. The executive, the legislative, and the ju:'izial 
branches of these governments are all of limited and defined powers. * * * 
Of all the power. conferred upon government thatof taxation is most liable to 
abuse. * * * 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
powers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the peo- 
Ee. It was said by Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of McCulloch vs. The 
State of Maryland, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. A striking 
instanee of the truth of the proposition is seen in the fact that the existing tax 
of 10 per cent. imposed by the United States on the circulation of all other 
banks than the national banks drove out of existence every State bank of cir- 
culation within a year or two after its passage. This power can as readily be 
employed against one class of individuals and in favor of another. so as to ruin 
the one class and give unlimited wealth and prosperity to the other, if there is 
no implied limitation of the uses for which the power may be exercised. 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less a robbery because it 
is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. 
It is a decree under legislative forms. 

Nor is ii taxation. A “‘tax,’’ says Webster's Dictionary, ‘isa rate or sum of 
money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by government for the 
use of the nation or State.’”’ Taxes are burdens or ee by the legis- 
lature upon persons or property to raise money for public purposes, 

Coulter, J., in Northern Liberties vs. St. John’s Church, says, very forcibly: 

“TI think the common mind has everywhere taken inthe understanding that 
taxes are a public imposition, levied by authority of the Government for the pur- 
pose of carrying on the Government in all its machinery and operations—that 
they are imposed for aque purpose. 

‘We have established, we think, beyond _cavil that there can be no lawful tax 
which is not laid for a public purpose, 

“If it be said thata benefit results to the local public of a town by establishing 
manufactures, the same may be said of any other business or pursuit which em- 
ployscapital orlabor. The merchant. the mechanic, the inn-keeper, the banker, 
the builder, the steam-boat owner, are equally promoters of the public good, 
and equally deserving the aid of the citizens by foreed contributions. No line 
ean be drawn in favor of the manufacturer which would not open the coffers of 
the public treasury to the importunities of two-thirds of the business men of the 
city or town. 


In order to determine intelligently the question of taxation now pend- 
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ing we must ascertain the exact condition of ourGovernment financia | 


its indebtedness, its assets and liabilities, its revenues and their sources, 

First. The total debt, including all kinds of obligations, on June 30 
{8x8, was $1,717,784,793.72, consisting of three classes of items, to wit 
First, ‘‘debt bearing no interest,’’ $628,350,21 .32; s **debt on 





which interest has ceased since maturity,’’ $2,664,365 


est-bearing debt,’’ principal and accrued interest, $1,026,770,217.25 

The first class of items includes $56,807.50 of ‘* old deman t 
outstanding; $346,631,016 of United States or legal-tenaer notes 
backs, used as money, never to be redeemed or reduced I hope tillevery 
dollar of interest-bearing debt has been paid; $14,415,000 of certificates 
of deposit, for which an equivalent amount has been deposited in the 
Treasury; $119,887,370 of gold certificates and $200, 357,376 of silve 
certificates, for both of which an equal amountof gold coin and bullion 
and silver dollars has been de posited and is now in the Treasury, and 
$6,922,643.82 of fractional currency, being the estimated amount out 
standing and undestroyed. 

The second class of items, ‘‘ debt on which interest has ceased since 
maturity,’’ includes thirty different kinds of obligations, issued at sun- 
dry times since the organization of the Government, which have never 
been presented for redemption or payment and may never be. 

The third class of items, ‘* interest-bearing debt,’’ includes $11,624, - 
205.28 of accrued unpaid interest and $1,015, 146,012 of principal bear- 
ing interest, consisting of $222,207,050 of ‘‘funded loan of 1891 
bearing 44 per cent. interest, redeemable or payable September 1, 1891 
and of $714,177,400 of ‘‘ funded loan of 1907,’’ bearing 4 per cent. in 
terest, redeemable or payable July 1, 1907; and of $158,050 of ‘‘re- 
fund certificates,’’ bearing 4 per cent. interest, fundable in -s { per 
ceut. bonds of the ‘funded loan of 1907,’’ and redeemable July 1, 
1907; and of $64,623,512 of Pacific Railroad bonds bearing 6 ion cent 
and redeemable at different dates from January 16, 1895, to January 

1899; and of $14,000,000 of ‘* Navy pension fund,’’ bearing 3 per 
cent. interest, being simply a fand for Navy peusioners, the amount 
of 3 per cent. interest on which is appropriated to pay Navy pensions, 
and will probably never be extinguished. This sum should not be 
considered as an interest-bearing obligation to be paid. Excluding the 

‘Navy pension fund’’ and the accrued unpaid interest, we had on 
June 30, 1888, an interest-bearing debt of $1,001,146,012, principal 
payable as above stated. 

Second. The aggregate assets, cash in the Treasury on June 30, 1888, 
amounted to $714,033,484.77, consisting of— 


Gold coin and bullion................ Sicnaeeeiodeensicibines . 





3 753. 616. 89 
Silver dollars and bullion......... ; a aneaibuties sinned 248, (22, 218. 54 
United States notes or legal tenders........ . y2, 398, 204. 07 
Trade-dollar bullion, nat jonal-bank notes, and funds in deposi- 

tories ...... Secvacsocecn eecunecesesoeerseses 66, 739, 903. 45 
Paid bonds, coupons. ete 4 a . , IS5, 384. 97 
National-bank notes in process of rede mptiot Discneeuees 6, 770, 380. 08 
Minor and fractional silver coin......... ean ' 26, 163, 776. 77 


The aggregate liabilities of the Treasury were $584,649, 243.29, con- 
sisting of the following items: 
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() 1 ¢ igations, $684. 138.919 we i leg r. not cou 
I i re cy so 1 i" 
scal ar end ' . f . 
s i? i a ¥ 
‘ es, 1 I n R27 « 
> v 7 a ha i t 5 I y > 
s s ega amount ¢ is fo! y ) 
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rhe surplus in 1870 was over one hundred and ons, in ISSO 
over Sixty-five mill ons, n lssl over one hund i n 1oOns, n Tks 
over one hundred and forty-five millions, in 1883 o one | ired 
and thirty-two millions, in 1884 over one hundred and four 1 is 
in 1885 over sixty-three millions, in 1886 over ninety-three miilior 
in 1887 over one hundred and three millions, and in 18838 over one 
hundred and three millions These sums remained after paying all 
interest and other net ordinary expenses. . 

During these twenty-three years, from July 1. 1865, to June 30, 1888, 
being the fiscal years 1866 to 1888, both inclusive, we have paid from 
the Treasury of the United States 
P pal of bonds or funded debt $1,199 OO 
Principal of other obligations, s 1as temporary mans, 6 per 

nt. compound interest, and United States legal-tend 
0 Treasury notes, ete 403 a) 
Interest on public debt BI =) a) 41 
Net ordinary expenses, exclusive of terest 4, 447,676, 414.52 
Aggregate payments 8, 248, 666.542. 68 

Third. Enormous revenues, with prolific sources, were essential to 
enable the Government to collect and expend this bewildering amount 
in twenty-three years. 

These vast amounts have been received into the Treasury during 
said —s from taxes imposed by our laws upon and collected from 
the people, in sums and from sources, as follow 
Custo or tariff taxes $4, 197, 588, 529. 33 
Internal-revenue taxes §. 313. 462, 178. 35 
D t taxes ‘ 10, 440, 595. 43 
Sales of public lands 83, Suz, 504. 71 
Premiums Oa ind sales g i 2 10, oO 
Other mis ’ $s « 174, 617. 313.96 

Agcy I 8, 248 412 68 


During these twenty-three years the people of the United States, the 
toiling masses, have paid in taxes imposed by the tariff laws upon the 
numerous articles of imported merchandise consumed and used by them 
the vast sum of $4,197,588,329.33, which has actually been received 
into the Treasury. They have also paid into the Treasury in taxes 
imposed by the internal revenue laws upon the taxable articles they 
have used the sum of $3,313, 62,1 178.35. Of this sum the taxes on 





‘distilled spirits” yielded $1,273,639,807.06; on fermented liquors 
$273,616,446.33; on manufactured tobacco, $755,552,749.18; and 
all other sources under said laws, $1,011,356,303.80 

We will receive no more revenue from the two sources of direct 


taxes’’ and ‘* premiums on loans and sales of gold coin. 








Outstanding gold certificates. ....,.......cccccccccceees . $119, 887, 330, 00 [he revenues for the fiscal year 1888 were 

Outstanding silver certificates...... 0.0.6.0 ..ccceccccecees eau 200, 387, 376, Of Customs or tariff taxes......... $219 , 
Outstanding certificates for United States notes...... 14,415, 000.00 | Internal-reve1 ixes . 124, 206, 871. 98 
Held to pay matured debt, interest, etc...... 14, 289, 926.37 | Sales of pul ands 11,2 7.23 
Held for redemption of United States notes or leg: al te »nders. 100, 000, 000.00 | Other mis« aneous items 24 116. 10 
Held for redeeming national-bank notes “failed,” “in liquida- Direct taxes 65. 82 
Ns Lait eaneaatals 8,929, 571.27 | omecen - 
Held to meet current liabilities, checks, etc. sinha mridenel », 739, 999. 65 | rotal revenue for 188° ‘ . 379,266, 074.76 


Deducting the aggregate liabilities from assets we had $129,384,- 
241.48 cash in the Treasury, June 30, 1828. 


Of this sum there were $112,035.58 in minor coins—1, 2, and 3 cent | 


pieces—and $26,051,741.19 in fractional or subsidiary silver coins, ac- 
cumulated under act of June 9, 1879, which made such coins and 
United States notes interchangeable in sums of $20 or any multiple and 
such coins a legal tender in sums not exceeding $10. 

Deducting the minor and fractional silver coin we had on June 30, 
1888, a net surplus of cash in the Treasury of $103,220,464.17, and on 
September 30 we had an aggregate surplus of $121,290,666.06, and, de- 


ducting minor coin and fractional silver coin, a net surplus of cash ot | 


$96, 444,845.84. 

We have not a dollar of interest-bearing debt either redeemable or 
payable prior to September 1, 1891, and the surplus now existing and 
sure to accrue during fiscal year 1889 would be sufficient to extinguish 
the debt maturing in 1891, and then we would have no debt redeem- 
able or payable till July 1, 1907. 

This condition, this conges stion of the Treasury has not arisen sud- 
denly from unforeseen causes, but from causes long foreseen and under- 
stood, as I will clearly prove. 

On the 3ist of August, 1865, the public debt reached the highes 
point, and was made up of the following items, to wit: 


Funded debt... . i conadaaiiaeieedininm acumbethineguhsemédeees $1, 109, 568, 191. 80 
Matured debt ........ sa-dacinen des tatjabtinialceungiitaddtighiiateds deeds ‘ 1, 503,020. 09 
Temporary loans ici icantly tadtibeiaiiey necuiniaidiainiitmen 107, 148, 713. 16 
Certificates of indebtedness shenibiieiedivadilies 85, 093, 000. 00 
Five per cent. legal-tender notes. odin’ ee. 33, 954, 230. 00 | 
Compound interest ees Sees ee indaieg 217, 024, 160. 00 
Seven-thirty notes a ie nbidebendidens 830, 000, 000. 00 
United States legal- ‘tender iccceuren ies 433, 160,569. 00 | 
Fractional currency.................. pdilisaadtinatilea 26, 344, 742. 51 
Suspended requisitions uncalled I ras etek 2, 111, 000. 00 


RS adegruituieiewesise duidinecidiniazans Ss 2, 845, 907, 626. 56 


In the probable event of a change in the public land laws by reserv- 
| { 


| ing such lands for actual homestead settlers the revenue from that 
source may greatly diminish, if not entirely cease. There will be no 
more revenue from direct taxes. The revenues from ‘‘other miscel- 
laneous items’’ vary from year to year, and may continue at from fif 
| teen to twenty-five million dollars annually. 

| The two main sources of revenue are the customs or tariff and the 
| 





internal revenue, and will, with reasonable certainty, continue to yield 
| sums of net revenue equal to or even greater than the sums yielded the 
| past year. The surplus must therefore continue to accumulate in the 
freasury as long as the existing tariff and internal-revenue laws remain 
| unchanged and the people are able to purchase the articles so taxgd. 
With this condition of an idle, demoralizing surp] us now in the Treas 


sonable certainty of its continued increase under exis 


| 

| ury, and the r 
ing laws, what is the wisest and best remedy for relieving the 7 
ury? 

This is the great, vital question, overshad 
| magnitude alk demanding the most serious 
labori ous efforts of every patriot, tax-payer ; 

Three remedies, and only three, are apparently available. 

FE irst. To pay out the surplus in the purchase of the interest-bearing 
debt at whatever premium the holders of the funded bonds may hav 
the conscience to ask, and also in the redemption and absolute retire 
ment of the United States legal-tender notes or greenbacks. 

This would only give temporary relief; for the existing and the rea- 
sonably certain surplus for the next ten or eleven years would purchas¢ 





ng ail others 1 its 


sing thought and 








| and extinguish the funded debt and, in two or three years more, redeem 

and absolutely retire the greenbacks, and then we would have no debt 
of any kind. 

This is neither a wise nor judicious remedy l only a derni é t 


| for temporary relief. 
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Second. Larger expenditures, extravagant, generous, liberal appro- 
priations, to be made by Congress for objects and purposes other than 
those necessary for a wise, judicious, and economical administration of 
our Government, so that the annual appropriations shall equal total 
receipts from taxation. 

This proposal, in my judgment, would not be a remedy for any con- 
dition of the Treasury, but would be a crime, and nothing less, com- 
mitted by the agents and representatives of the people—the tax-pay- 
ers—which should relegate to private life every Representative and 
Senator who supports such policy. 

Third. A change in the existing laws, imposing the internal-revenue 
and customs or tariff taxes so as to reduce the amount of such taxes 
collectible from the consumers of the articles taxed under such laws 
to the amount actually required to pay the expenses of the Govern- 
ment economically administered, and to make the annual receipts from 
such tax@s equal to the expenses of the Government. 

This seems to me to be the only wise and just remedy against sur- 
plus revenues arising from taxes imposed by law upon the people. 

What have been the policies of the Republican and Democratic par- 
ties touching the accumulating surplus and the remedies therefor? 

The Republican party had a two-thirds majority in the House and 
Senate from July 1, 1865, to March 4, 1869, and could pass any party 
measure over the veto of President Johnson. From March 4, 1869, to 
March 4, 1875, the beginning of the Forty-fourth Congress, that party 
had the complete control of the Government in all the three branches— 
executive, legislative, and judicial. From March 4, 1875, te Marci 4, 
1885, it had complete control of the executive department—the Presi- 
dent, Cabinet, and all appointive officers—and the President, by his 
veto, could defeat any inimical measure of Congress. From 1865 to 
date that party has had and now has control of the Senate, excepting 
only’that from March 4, 1879, to March 4, 1881, during the Forty-sixth 
Congress, the Democratic party had control of the Senate. During the 
Forty-seventh Congress, from March 4, 1881, to March 4, 1883, the Re- 
publican party had control of both Senate and House. From March 
4, 1875, to March 4, 1879, during the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 
gresses, the Democratic party had control of the House, and from 
March 4, 1879, to March 4, 1881, during the Forty-sixth Congress, had 
control of both the Senate and House. From March 4, 1883, to date, 
the Democratic party has had control of the House. And from March 
4, 1885, to date, has also had control of the executive department. 

To ascertain what has heretofore been the policy of the Republican 
party in regard to the continuously accumulating surplus, we will cx- 
amine the official records of the Republican executive administration 
from 1865 to March 4, 1885. The Treasury Department is specially 
charged by the laws with theadministration of the finances—taxation, 
revenue, etc. The Secretary of the Treasury is required by law to sub- 
mit to Congress, annually,a finance report showing the receipts and 
expenditures of the revenues, with such recommendations as he may 
deem proper for the consideration of Congress. Hon. Hugh McCulloch, 
a distinguished Republican statesman and financier, was Secretary of 
the Treasury under Presidents Lincoln and Johnson, from March 7, 
1865, to March 4, 1869, and in his finance report for 1866, says: 

A further diminution of internal taxes and a modification of the tariff, which 
will doubtless lead to a reduction of customs duties on many articles, will be 
required in order that production may be increased and new life infused into 
certain branches of industry that are now languishing under the burdens which 
have been imposed upon them, 

And recommended: 


Third. Ina careful revision of the tariff for the purpose of harmonizing it 
with our internal taxes, removing the oppressive burdens now imposed upon 
certain branches of industry, and relieving altogether or greatly relieving raw 
materials from taxes,in order that the product of labor may be enhanced and 
the production and exportation increased. 


And in his instructions to Hon. David A. Wells, special commissioner 
of the revenue, touching the preparation of a system of taxation, said: 


You will therefore endeavor, first, to secure for the Government a revenue 
commensurate with its necessities, and, secondly, to propose such modifications 
of the tariff laws now in force as will better adjust and equalize the duties upon 
foreign imports with the internal taxes upon home productions. If this last re- 
sult can be obtained without detriment to the revenue by reducing taxation 
upoa raw materials and the machinery of home productions rather than by in- 
creasing the rates of imports, it would, in my opinion, by decreasing the cost 
of production and increasing the purchasing power of wages, greatly promote 
the interests of the whole country. 


And said in his recommendation to Congress: 


The Secretary does not, as before stated, intend to discuss it, but he ventures 
to suggest that the following general priaciples, some of which have been acted 
upon by Congr@ss, and the correctness of all of which have been proved by other 
nations, may be safely adopted as a guide to the legislation that is now required : 

Virst. That the fewest number of articles, consistent with the amount of the 
revenue to be raised, should be subject to internal taxes, in order that the sys- 
tem may be simple in its execution and as little offensive and annoying as pos- 
sibic to the tax-payers. 

Second, That the duties upon imported commodities should correspond and 
harmonize with the taxes upon home preductions, and that these duties should 
not be so high as to be prohibitory, nor to build up home monopolies, nor to 
prevent the free exchange of commodities which is the life of commerce. Nor, 
on the other hand, should they De so low as to seriously impair the revenues, 
nor to subject the home manufacturers, burdened with heavy internal taxes, to 
eee with cheaper labor and larger eapital which they may be unable 

o sustain. 

Third, That the raw materials used in building and manufacturing, and 
which are to be largely enhanced in value by the labor which is to beexpended 
upon them, should be exempted from taxation, or that the taxes upon them 
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should be low in comparison with the taxes upon other articles. This is the 
policy of other enlightened nations, and it is believed that the diminution of 
direct revenue which it would involve, if adopted by the United States, would 
be more than made up by the augmented value which it would give to labor 
and by the increase of productions and exports which would be sure to result 
from it. It should be constantly borne in mind that taxes upon raw materials 
directly increase the cost of production, and thus tend either to reduce the 
product of labor or to prevent exportations to foreign markets. 

Fourth. That the burdens of taxes should fall chiefly upon those whose in- 
terests are protected by taxation and upon those to whom the public debt is a 
source of wealth and profit, and lightly upon the laboring classes, to whom tax- 
ation and the debt are without so many compensatory advantages. 

And in his finance report for 1867, said: 

Inasmuch as large and permanent revenues can not be realized unless laws 
are so framed as not to bear heavily upon the industrial pursuits, a tariff which, 
harmonizing with internal taxes, should year by year yield the largest revenues, 
would undoubtedly prove to be the least prejudicial to national growth and 
prosperity. 


And in his finance report for 1868, when it was uncertain whether 
too large a reduction of the internal-revenue taxes might have been 
made, said: 


The Secretary does not doubt, however, that the best interests of the country 
will be subserved by a reduction of the tariff and an increase of excise duties. 


Hon. George 8. Boutwell, a distinguished Republican from Massa- 
chusetts, was Secretary of the Treasury from March 11, 1869, to March 
16, 1873, and in his finance report for 1869, in discussing the revenue 
question and speaking of its unexpected success, said: 

We shall then be in a condition to enter upon the work of reducing taxation 
at the commencement of the next session of Congress. 


And in his finance report for 1870 said: 


The financial prospect, although highly favorable, is not such as to warrant 
important changes in the revenue system at the present session of Congress; 
but should the result during the coming year meet my expectations, it will be 
possible at the December session of the Forty-second Congress to make a very 
material reduction in the revenues without impairing the ability of the Govern- 
ment to make satisfactory payments of the public debt. 


And in his finance report for 1871 said: 


It is practicable to dispense with all revenue from internal sources except 
that derived from stamps, spirits, tobacco, and malt liquors. 


And in speaking of reduction of the customs duties, said: 


In this view, I respectfully recommend to the consideration of Congress the 
reduction of the duties on salt to the extent of 50 per cent.; the duty on bitumi- 
nous coal to 50 cents per ton ; the reduction of the duty on raw hides and skins; 
and the removal of all duties from a large class of articles produced in other 
countries, which enter into thearts and manufactures of thiscountry, and which 
are not produced in the United States, and the revenue from which is inconsider- 
able. Such a list, with the revenue derived from cach article, is in course of 
preparation ,and will be submitted to Congress. * * * While nothing,as the 
eonsequence of legislation, could be more disastrous to the public prosperity 
than a policy which should destroy or seriously disturb the manufacturing in- 
terest of the country, it is still possible, by wise and moderate changes adapted 
to the condition of business and labor, to reduce the rates of duties with benefit 
to every class of people. 


And in his finance report for 1872, said: 


Anticipating a condition of peace, we may also anticipate a general reduction 
in the percentage of customs duties. This reduction, however, should not be 
measured solely by the wants of the Treasury; but regard should be had also to 
the condition of the various branches of industry in which the people are en- 
gaged. In presence of the fact that the leading pursuits of the country arc 
stronger than ever before in the possession of adequate capital and a supply of 
intelligent laborers, there may be a moderate reduction from time to time in the 
rate of duties, as the diminishing expenses of the Government shall permit, 
without either alarming capital or injuring labor. 


Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, the most distinguished financier in the §c- 
publican party and the ablest, anda statesman of unquestioned ability, 
varied attainments, 4nd long experience, was Secretary of the Treasury 
from March 9, 1877, to March 4, 1881, and in his finance report for 
1878, said: 


The needs of the public service require that no reduction of internal-revenuo 
taxes be made. The commodities from which the internal revenue is mostly 
collected, namely, spirits, tobacco, fermented liquors, and stamps, are those 
which properly bear the burden of the tax, and the present rates are, in the 
main, equitable and satisfactory ; and to them the trade in those commodities 
has become adjusted. Any change in these rates, or agitation of change, dis- 
turbs the course of business, and is prejudicial both to dealers and the revenue. 
Stability in the rates of taxation is, in view of the present condition of the coun- 
try, especially desirable. 

And in his finance report for 1879, in discussing the internal-revenue 
taxes, said: 

The very large proportion of the revenue derived from those sources is of 
itself an argument for the stability of the rates of taxation upon them, If the 
proportion were small, fluctuation in the rates of taxation would be of less con- 
sequence. * * * Thedemand for change of rates does not originate withthe 
consumers, who pay the greater part of the tax, but chiefly with those who seck 
an enhancement of profit on the capital invested in the manufacture. 


And in his finance report for 1880, said: 


If it should be determined by Congress to reduce taxes, it is respectfully rec- 
ommended that all the taxes imposed by the internal-revenve law, other than 
those on bank-circulation and on spirits, tobacco, and fermented liquors, be re- 
pealed. 


And further said: 


The Secretary can not too strongly urge the importance of stability in the 
rates im don spirits, tobacco, and fermented liquors. These articles arc 

by all governments as proper objects of taxation. Any reduction in 
the rates imposes a heavy loss to the owner of the stock on hand, while an in- 
crease operates as a bounty to such owner. When the rate is fixed the trade 
adapts itself to it. A change disturbs the collection of the tax and the manu- 
facture of the article. As already suggested, the time is opportune for reducing 
the s of internal taxation to the articles named and the taxes on circu- 
lating notes of banks. ; 
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In his last message, on December 1, 1884, he said: 


Our system of tax and tariff legislation is yielding a revenue which is in ex- 
cess of tue present needs of the Government. These are the elements from 
which it is sought to devise a scheme by which, without unfavorably changing 
the condition of the workingman, our merchant marine shail be : aised from its 
enfeebled condition, and new markets provided for the sale beyond our borders 
of the manifold fruits of our industrial enterprises. The problem is complex 
and can be solved by no single measure of innovation or reform. 

The countries of the American continent and the adjacent islands are, for the 
United States, the natural marts of supply and demand. * * * Itis by no 
means desirable, however, that the policy under consideration should be applied 
to these countries alone, ‘The healthful enlargement of ourtrade with Europe, 
Asia, and Africa should be sought by reducing tariff burdens on such of their 
wares as neither we nor the other American states are fiited to produce, and 
thus enabling ourselves to obtain in return a better market for our supplies of 
food, of raw materials. and of the manufactures in which we excel. 

It seems to me that many of the embarrassing elements in the great national 
conflict between protection and free trade may thus be turned to good account; 
that the revenue may be reduced so as no longer to overtax the people; that 
protective duties may be retained without becoming burdensome; that our ship- 
ping may be judiciously encouraged; the currency fixed on firm basis; and, 
aboveall, such a unity of interests established among the states of the Ameri- 
can system as will be of great and ever-increasing advantage to them all. 


Now examine the policies as declared in the national Republican 
platforms. 

The national Republican convention at Chicago, in May, 1868, which 
nominated General Grant, declared in its fourth plank: 


Fourth. It is due to the labor of the nation that taxation should be equalized 
and reduced as rapidly as the national faith will permit. 


The convention in 1872, which renominated General Grant, in the 
seventh plank declared: 


Seventh. The annual revenue after paying current expenditures, pensions, and 
the interest on the public debt, should furnish a moderate balance for the reduc- 
tion of the principal; and thatrevenue, except so much as may be derived from a 
tax upon tobacco and liquors, should be raised by duties upon importations, the 
details of which should be so adjusted as toaid in securing remunerative wages 
to lubor and promote the industries, prosperity, and growth of the whole coun- 
try. 

The convention which nominated Mr. Hayes in 1876 in eighth plank 
declared: 


Lighth. The revenue necessary for current expenditures and the obligations 
of the public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations which, 
sofar as possible, should be adjusted to promote the interests of American labor 
and advance the prosperity of the whole country. 


The convention which nominated General Garfield in 1880, in Chi- 
cago, in fifth plank declared: 


V'ifth, We affirm the belief avowed in 1876, that the duties levied for the pur- 
pose of revenue should so discriminate as to favor American labor. 


The convention which in 1884 nominated Mr. Blaine declared in 
fourth, fifth, and sixth planks: 


Fourth, * * * We therefore demand that the imposition of duties on for- 
cign imports shall be made not for revenue only, but that in raising the requisite 
revenues for the Government, such duty shall be so levied as to afford secur- 
ity to our diversified industries and protection to the rights and wages of the 
laborer, to the end that active and intelligent labor as well as capital may have 
its just reward, and the laboring man his full share in the national prosperity. 

Fifth. Against the so-called economic system of the Democratic party, which 
would degrade our labor to the foreign standard, we enter our most earnest 
protest. The Democratie party has failed completely to relieve the people of 
the burden of unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus. 

Sixth, The Republican party pledges itself to correct the irregularities of the 
tariff and to reduce the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminating process 
of horizontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer with- 
out injuring the laborer or the great protective industries of the country. 


In order to make no mistake as to the declared policy of the Re- 
publican party, examine the declarations of some of the leading Re- 
publican States in their State platforms, and some other States. 

The Republican party of Illinois in State convention, September 20, 
1871, declared in third and fourth planks: 


Third, That as it will be necessary and desirable to obtain from duties on im- 
ports a large portion of the revenue needed to defray the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, to pay the interest on the national debt, and the princip:! as it ma- 
tures, such duties should be so adjusted as not to prejudice, but promote the 
interests of every section and branch of industry as far as may be possible. 

Fourth. That the large surplus remaining in the national Treasury after the 
payment of all the expenses of the Government, including the interest on its 
public debt, calls for a still further reduction of the public burdens, and that in 
effecting that reduction regard should be had to relief from that species of tax- 
ation which, while it adds but slightly to the revenue of the country, taxes 
heavily its labor and productive interests; and we heartily approve the bills re- 
pealing the duty on coal and salt which have already passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 


The Republicans of Illinois, in State convention, May 22, 1872, in 
seventh and eighth planks, declared: 


Seventh. That the necessities of the Government require so large a tariff upon 
importation that the question of free trade is not one now before the American 
people. The only question left is how to so adjust the tariff that it will most 
promote the labor Dausey and general welfare of the country without being 
oppressive to any interests of society,and we know of no better way to dispose 
of this subject than that adopted by the Republican party in Congress—to learn 
wisdom by experience,reduce taxation as fast as possible, and remove unneces- 
sary burdens upon the necessities of life. 

Kighth. That in adjusting the details of a system for raising a revenue to cover 
the necessary requirements of the Government, and meet its liabilities, care 
should be taken to so regulate the imports that they will press least upon the 
growing industries of the country, cheapen the necessaries of life, and afford to 
labor the fairest promise of permanent reward, 


Illinois Republicans, in their State platform, on Jane 28, 1882, de- 
clared: 
Fifth. That the Republican party now,as in the past, is in favor of such just 


laws as shall protect the agriculturist, the manufacturer, and the workingman 
from the oppression of monopolists, 
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Republicans of Indiana, February 22, 1870, in fifth plank, declared: 


Fifth. That a reduction of taxation is demanded both of tariff and internal 
taxes, until it reaches the lowest amount consistent with the credit and neces- 
sities of the Government; and that we are in favor of a tariff for revenue, be- 
lieving that a proper adjugtment of duties must necessarily afford all the inci- 
dental protection to which any interest is entitled. 


And in their State convention of February 
clared: 


Eleventh. Taxes should give the greatest possible exemption to necessities, 
and be placed more heavily upon the luxuries and wealth of the country. 


The Republicans of Ohio, in their State convention of June 2, 1875, 
declared: 


Third. We are in favor of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection to 
American industry. 


And in their State convention of March, 1876, in their sixth plank, 
again Ceclared: 


Sixth. We are in favor of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection to 
American industry. 


And in their State convention of June 12, 1878, declared: 


A tariff for revenue should be maintained and so adjusted as to secure inci- 
dental protection to home industry. 


The Republicans of Iowa, in State convention, August 17, 1871, de- 
clared in third plank: E 

Third. That a tariff for revenue is indispensable and should be so adjusted as 
not to become prejudicial to the industrial interests of any class or section of 


the country, while securing to our home producers fair competition with for- 
eign capital and labor. 


And in their State convention of June 19, 1878, declared: 

Tenth. A tariff wisely adjusted for revenue. 

The Republicans of Wisconsin, in State convention, on August 31, 
1871, declared in fifth plank: 


Fifth. Thatin our judgment the most efficient and satisfactory means of raising 
the larger portion of revenue to meet the obligations of the Government is from 
duties on imports; that such duties should be so laid as, first, to make sure of 
the amountrequired; second, to fairly distribute the burdens of the nation upon 
all sections of the country, all classes of people; and third, soas never to burden 
one interest that another may thrive. 


The Republicans of Connecticut, in State convention, on January 24, 
1872, declared in fifth plank: 


Fifth. In national affairs we urge, first, alarge reduction of taxation; * * * 
thiru, retaining a tariff suflicient to raise the needed revenue, we would have 
it carefully adjusted to favor American industry, working rather to interests 
widely extended than to merely local and limited pursuits. * * * 


The Republicans of New York, in State convention, September 28, 
1871, declared in third plank: 


Third. That wecall upon Congress,as faras may be compatible with the national 
eredit, to continue to reduce taxation, and as rapidly as possible remove the 
burdens from the national industry ; that while our interest accounts, our pen- 
sion-rolls, and other obligations entailed by the rebellion shall remain, we are 
in favor of such a tariff as will yield the needed revenue with the least injury 
to the people, at the same time affording protection to our own rather than to 
toreign manufactures, 


And in their State convention of May 15, 1872, declared: 


Sixth. That there should be a tariff for revenue so adjusted as to bear as 
equally as possible upon every kind of labor, property, and industry. 


In order to determine more definitely still the declared policy of the 
Republican party heretofore, consider the report of the TariffCommus- 
sion of 18=2. 

The Republiaan Congress, the House and Senate both being Repub- 
lican, enacted the law of May 15, 1882, creating the ‘‘ Tariff Commis- 
sion,’’ to be composed of nine members to be appointed by a Republican 
President. Section 3 of this law is as follows: 


Sec.3. That it shall be the duty of said commission totake into consideration 
and to thoroughly investigate ail the various questions relating to the agricult- 
ural, commercial, mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and industrial interests 
of the United States, so far as the same may be necessary to the establishment 
of a judicious tariff or a revision of the existing tariff, upon a scale of justice to 
all interests; and for the purpose of fully examining the matters which may 
come before it, said commission, in the prosecution of its inquiries, isempowered 
to visitguch different portions and sections of the country as it may deem ad- 
visable. 

Said commission made its investigation—took 2625 pages of printed 
testimony, not, however, verified by the affidavits or oaths of the wit- 
nesses—and submitted its report to a Republican Congress December 
4,1882, saying: 

Early in its deliberations the commission became convinced that a substan- 
tial reduction of tariff duties is demanded, not by a mcre indiscriminate a. 
lar clamor, but by the best conservative opinion of the country, including that 
which has in former times been most strenuous for the preservation of our na- 
tional industrial defenses. Such a reduction of the existing tariff the commis- 
sion regards not only as a due recognition of public sentiment and a measure 
of justice to consumers, but one conducive to the general industrial prosperity, 
and which, though it may be temporarily inconvenient, will be u!timately ben- 
eficial to the special interests affected by such reduction. 

No rates of defensive duties, except for the establishment of new industries 
which more than equalize the conditions of labor and capital with those of for- 
eign competitors, can be justified. Excessive duties, or those above such stand- 
ard of equalization. are positively ay to the interests which they are sup- 

to benefit. They encourage the investment of capital in manufacturing 
enterprise by rash and unskilled speculators, to be followed by disaster tv the 
adventurers and their employés, and a plethora of commodities which deranges 
the operations of skilled and prudent enterprise. Numerous examples of such 
disaster and derangements occurred during and shortly after excessively pro- 
tective periods of the late war, when tariff duties were enhanced by the rates 
of foreign exchange and premiums upon gold. Excessive duties, generally, or 
exceptionally high duties in particular cases, discredit our whole national eco- 
noeule system, and furnish plausible arguments for its complete subversion, 
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They serve to increase uncertainty on the part of industrial enterprise, whet 
it shall enlarge or contract its operat is and take from commerce as well as 
production the sense of stability requ r extended undertakings. It would 
seem that the rates of duties u rthe existing tarift—fixed for the most part 
during the wa ider the evi evessity at that time of stimulating to its 
utmost extent all domestic production—might be adapted through reduction 
to the present condition of peace, requiring no such extraor ry stin s 

* * 5 * * 

Entertaining these views, the commission has sought to pre ta scl f 
tariff duties in which substantial reduction should be the distinguishing feat- 
ure. The average reduction in rates, inclading that from the enlargement of 
the free-list and the abolition of duties on charges and commissions, at which 


he commission has aimed, is not less on the average than 20 per cent., and it is 
the opinion of the commission that the reduction will reach 25 per cent. The 
reduction—slight in some cases,in others not attempted—is in many cases from 
40 to 50 per cent. The actual amount of the total reduction can not be stated 
with precision, partly from want of time to make the calculations required for 
such details in the brief period intervening between the final determination in 
particular cases and the preparation of this report, and there is no exact stand- 
ard by which to estimate the amount of reduction in revenue on account of the 
varying character, amount, and price of commodities in the importations of dif- 
ferent years. 

‘These numerous quotations from official Republican authorities show 
conclusively that the policy of that party touching the surplus and the 
remedies therefor, as declared prior to 1888 to the voters to secure their 
votes and retain power, has been to retain the internal-revenue taxes 
on spirits, beer, and tobacco, and remove the others, and to reduce the 

ates of tariff duties on imported articles and add dutiable articles to 
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specific duties, whereby suitable « urage 1”ay 
Ar in industry equally toa usses and all port s ofthe co 
‘1 ' pe . 38 ‘ , m.) 7 
Che Labor Reform platform adopted at Columbus, Ohio, F« iary 21, 
~~) ? ] . ¥ } ; } ) 
1872, declared in the fifth plank 
Fifth. That Congress should modify the tariff as ad t free « v such 
art s of common vse as We can née ler produce nor grow, and 1 ities for 
revel! mainly upon articles of luxury, and upon sucl vufactureas 
we having the raw materials, assist in furthe: es sof 
the «x ntry 


fhe Liberty party in the Buffalo convention at Utica, N. Y., June 
22, 1348, which nominated John P. Hale for President and Leicester 
King for Vice-President, declared 





Resolved, That the obligations of honor and pat: sin require e earliest 
practical payment of the national! debt, and we are therefore in favor of sucha 
tariff of duties as will raise revenue adequate to defray the « cpenses of the Fed 


eral Government and pay annual installments of our debt and the interest 


; thereon. 


the free-list, and thus remove the onerous burdens of unnecessary tax- | 


ation and reduce the surplus accumulating in the Treasury to the wants 
of the Government economically administered. 

Is this the policy of the national Republican party in this contest of 
1888? How can their present policy be ascertained? The Chicago 
national Republican convention, composed of delegates from every Con- 
gressional district, State, and Territory, alone had the right and author- 
ity to declare the policy of the party in this contest, and did so declare 
it, which [ now quote: 


We are uncompromisingly in favor of the American system of protection 
we protest against its destruction, as proposed by the President and his party. 
They serve the interests of Europe; we will support the interests of America. 
We accept the issue, and confidently appeal to the people for their judgment. 
The protective system must be maintained. Its abandonment has always been 
followed by general disaster to all interests, except those of the usurer and the 
sheriff. We denounce the Mills bill as destructive to the general business, the 
labor and farming interests of the country, and we heartily indorse the con- 
sistent and patriotic action of the Republican representatives in Congress in 
opposing its passage. 

We condemn the proposition of the Democratic party to place wool on the 
free-list, and we insist that the duties thereon shall be adjusted and maintained 
so as to furnish full and adequate protection to that industry. 

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national rev- 
enue by repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden 
to agriculture, and the tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical pur- 
poses, and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of 
such articles as are produced by our people, the production of which gives em- 
ployment to our labor, and release from import duties those articles of foreign 
production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at home. 
If there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of 
the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the 
surrender of any part of our protective system, at the joint behest of the whisky 
ring and the agents of foreign manufacturers. 


They now declare ‘‘ the protective system must be maintained ’’ and 
‘the needed reduction ’’ of revenues effected— 

By repealing the taxes upon tobacco, and the tax upon spirits used in arts and 
manufactures, and by such revisions ofthe tariff laws as will tend to check im- 
ports of such articles as are produced by our people, and release from import 
duties those articles of foreign production except luxuries not produced at 
home, and if there still remain a surplus revenue then by the entire repeal of 
internal taxes rather than the surrender of any part of our protective system. 

By this platform the Republican convention has issued the command 
to all the former adherents of its party ‘‘to right about march,’’ and 
to abandon all the lines of policy heretofore declared for party guidance. 

It now reverses and denounces all the declared policies and recom- 
mendations of Secretaries McCulloch, Boutwell, Sherman, and Folger, 
and of Presidents, Grant and Arthur, and the national Republican plat- 
forms of 1868, 1872, 1876, 1880, and 1884, and the Republican State 
platforms of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Iowa, Wisconsin, Connecticut, and 
New York, and the findings and recommendations of the Republican 
tariff commission of 1882. 

It isa radical departure from all past policies in this country, and 
practically a bold declaration for a paternal Government, supported by 
exorbitant, unnecessary taxes imposed for the enrichmentof millionaires 
and the impoverishment aud degradation of the laboring masses. 

No such declaration of policies and principles has ever before been 
adopted in this country by any political organization or party claim- 
ing the confidence and suffrages of the voters. 

I appeal to the record for the truth of this statement. 

The Whig platform at Baltimore, May 1, 1844, adopted by the con- 
vention which nominated Henry Clay for President and Theodore 
Frelinghuysen for Vice-President, declared for— 

A tariff for revenue to defray the necessary expenses of the Government, and 


} 


The Free-Soil party in the convention at Pittsburgh, Pa., August 
11, 1852, which nominated John P. Hale for President and George W. 
Julian for Vice-President, declared in their thirteenth plank 

Phat no more revenue shoulc be raised than is required to defray the strictly 
necessary expenses of the public service and to pay off the public debt, 

[ have already quoted the Republican national platforms of 1868 
and subsequently. I will now quote from earlier platforms. 

Che Republican convention at Philadelphia, Pa., June 17, 1856, 
which nominated John C. rémont for President and William L. Day- 
ton for Vice-President, made no declaration as to revenue or tariff: and 
at Chicago May 17, 1860, having nominated Abraham Lincoln for 
President and Hannibal Hamlin for Vice-President, declared in the 
twelfth plank: 

Twelfth. That, while providing revenue for the support of the General Goy- 
ernment by duties on imports, sound policy requires such an adjustment of 
these imports as to encourage the devclopment of the industrial interest of the 
whole country; and we commend that policy of national exchanges which se- 
cures to the workingmen liberal wages, to agriculture remunerative prices, to 
mechanics and manufacturers an adequate reward for their skill, labor, and en- 
terprise, and to the nation commercial prosperity and independence 

The Republican convention of 1864 at Baltimore, June 7, which 
renominated President Lincoln, declared: 

Resolved, That the national faith, pledged for the redemption of the public 
debt, must be kept inviolate, and that for this purpose we recommend econ- 
omy and rigid responsibility in the public expenditures and a vigorous and 
just system of taxation 

The Republican party now declares for an embargo tariff, a prohi- 
bition of imports of such articles as are produced in this country, a 
Chinese wall around our borders on sea and land, and, rather than 
surrender any part of their protective system, for free whisky; for if 
you remove the internal-revenue tax from whisky it will be beyond 
dispute free. Unless all the States and Territories could agree upon 
a uniform tax, the manufacture of whisky would be practically tre 
If any one State should levy a tax on whisky higher than in any other, 
the production of whisky in such State would be driven out and the 
manufacture confined to such State or States as imposed no tax or the 


| lowest tax. 


But whisky is an article ‘‘ produced by our people the production of 


| which gives employment to our labor,’’ and in various forms is im- 


ported into this country and pays a high tariff tax, and is a “ part of 


| the protective system ’’ which this platform says must be maintained 


and not surrendered. Therefore the Republican party declares for the 
repeal of all internal taxes upon distilled spirits and for the mainte- 
nance of the protective system thereon—that is, the tariff taxes upon 


' all imports of distilled spirits, which is greater than the internal taxes. 
| Who will be benefited, who will be enriched by this policy? Certainly 


not the consumers of such spirits, but most unquestionably the man- 
ufacturers and distillers of such spirits—the whisky ring. For with 


| the repeal of all internal taxes and the retention of all tariff taxes upon 


imports you protect the home manufacturers and distillers to the amount 


| of the internal taxes so repealed and enable them to sell their home- 


distilled spirits at the same prices they do now with the internal taxes 


| added. These internal taxes on spirits distilled from materials other 


discriminating with special reference to the protection of the domestic labor of | 


the country. 
The national Whig convention at Baltimore, June 16, 1852, which 
nominated Generali Scott, declared in fifth plank: 


Fifth. Governments should be conducted on the principles of the strictest econ- 
omy; and revenue sufficient for the expenses thereof in time of peace ought to 
be derived mainly from a duty on imports, and not from direct taxes ; and on lay- 
ing such duties, sound policy requires a just discrimination, and, when practica- 
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| 000 rather than surrender any part of the pi 
t 


than apples, peaches, or grapes, excluding all special taxes, licenses, 
ete., were in [#84 over seventy millions, in 1885 over sixty millions, 
in 1886 over sixty-two millions. and in 1887 over fifty-nine millions, 
and in 1888 about the same. ‘The Republican party thus proposes to 
protect and enrich the whisky ring annually to the amount of $60,000, - 
ective system. 
leclared policies of Alex- 
in party, Henry Clay, 
insystem,’’ and James 
G. Blaine, the bold, impetuous, and reckless | r of the Republican 
forces in this campaign, as I will now show by quotations from each of 
them. 
Alexander Hamilton, the first Secretary of the Treasury under Presi- 
dent Washington, in his first finance report, in speaking of the necessity 
for an increase of the revenue to the amount of $600,000, recommended 








This policy isin direct antagonism with 
ander Hamilton, the progenitor of the Rey 
the father of theso-called but misnamed **‘Amer 


| that the increase— 


Be made on wines, spirits (including those distilled within the United States), 
teas, and coffee. * * * 


And said— 
They are all of them in reality luxuries, the greatest part of them foreign lux- 
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uri¢ some of them, in the excess in which they are used, pernicious luxuries; 
and there is perhaps none of them which is sotconsumed in so greatabundance 
2s may justly denominate it a source of national extravagance and impoverish- 
ment. The consamption of ardent spirits particularly, no doubt very much on 
account of their cheapness, is carried to an extreme which is truly to be re- 
gretted, as well in regard to the health and the morals as to the economy of the 
community. 

Henry Clay, on the 26th day of April, 1820, in speaking of the proba- 
ble necessity of increase of revenue, says: 


And Iam for one ready to exclude foreign spirits altogether,and substitute 
for the revenue levied on them a tax upon the spirits made within the country. 
No other nation lets in so much of foreign spirits as we do. By the encourage- 
ment of home industry you will lay a basis of internal taxation, when it gets 
strong, that will be steady and uniform, yielding alike in peace and war. 


Clay proposed to exclude importations of foreign spirits and impose 
an internal tax upon the home product—just the reverse of the pro- 
posed Republican policy of to-day. 

Hon. James G. Blaine in his Paris pronunciamento in December last, 
when asked if he would advise the repeal of the whisky tax, replied: 


No, I would not, Otherconsiderations than those of financial administration 
are to be taken into account with regard to whisky. There is a moral side to 
it. ‘To cheapen the price of whisky is to increase the consumption enormously. 
There would be no sense in urging the reform wrought by high license in many 
Statesif the National Government neutralizes the good effect by making whisky 
within reach of every one at 20 cents a gallon. Whisky would be everywhere 
distilled if the surveillance of the Government were withdrawn by the remis- 
sion of the tax, and illicit sales could not then be prevented even by a policy 
as rigorous and searching as that with which Russia pursues the Nihilists. It 
would destroy high license at once in all the States. Whisky has done a vast 
deal of harm in the United States. I would try to make it do some good, 


He further said: 


So long as there is whisky to tax I would tax it, and when the National Gov- 
ernment should have no use for the money I would divide the tax among the 
Federal Union with the specific object of lightening the tax on real estate. 
* * “ Some honest but misguided friendsof temperance have urged that the 
Government should not use the money derived from the tax on whisky. My 
reply is that the tax on whisky by the Federal Government, with its suppres- 
sion of illicit distillation and consequentenhancement of price, has been a pow- 
erful agent in the temperance reform by putting it beyond the reach of so many. 
The amount of whisky consumed in the United States per capita to-day is not 
more than 40 per cent. of that consumed thirty years ago. 


Now let us ascertain the policy and principles of the Democratic party 
in regard to a tariff taxation, the accumulating surplus in the Treasury, 
and the proper remedy for its prevention. The national Democratic 
party in convention, in 1840, declared in its fourth and fifth planks: 


Fourth. Resolved, Thatjustice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government 
to foster one branch of industry to the detriment of another, or tocherish the in- 
terests of one portion to the injury of another portion of our common country; 
that every citizen and every section of the country has a right to demand and 
insist upon an equality of rights and privileges, and to complete and ample 
protection of person and property from domestic violence or foreign aggres- 
810n. 

Fifth. Resolved, That it is the duty of every branch of the Government to en- 
force and practice the most rigid economy in conducting our public affairs, and 
that no more revenue ought to be raised than is required to defray the necessary 
expenses of the Government. 


These resolutions were expressly reaffirmed in the platforms of the 
national Democratic party in the conventions of 1844, 1848, 1852, 1856, 
and 1860. 

And in the platform of 1868 the Democratic party declared for— 


A tariff for revenue upon foreign imports, and such equal taxation under the 
internal-revenue laws as will afford incidental protection to domestic manu- 
factures, and as will, without impairing the revenue, impose the least burden 
upon and best promote and encourage the great industrial interests of the 
country. 


And in the platform of 1876 declared— 


We denounce the present tariff levied upon nearly four thousand articles asa 
masterpiece of injustice, inequality, and false pretense, It yields a dwindling, 
not a yearly rising revenue. It has impoverished many industries to subsidize 
a few. It prohibits imports that might purchase the products of American 
labor. It has degraded American commerce from the first to an inferior rank 
on the high seas, It has cut down the sales of American manufactures at home 
and abroad, and depleted the returns of American agriculture, an industry fol- 
lowed by half our people. It costs the people five times more than it produces 
to the Treasury, obstructs the process of production, and wastes the fruits of 
labor. It promotes fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest officials, and 
bankrupts honest merchants, Wedemand thatall custom-house taxation shall 
be only for revenue. 


The national Democratic party in convention in 1880 pledged itself— 


Anew to the constitutional doctrines and traditions of the Democratic party, 
as illustrated by the teachingsand examples of a long line of Democratic states- 
men and patriots and embodied in the platform of the last national convention 
ef the party. 

And declared for— 


A tariff for revenue only. * * * Public money and public credit for public 
purposes solely, and public land for actual settlers. 


And— 


The Democratic party is the friend of laborand the laboring man, and pledges 
itself to protect him alike against the cormorants and the commune. 


And in 1884 declared— 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house 
have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. 
Moreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation for successful 
eontinuance, so that any change of law must be at every step regardful of the 
jabor and capital thus involved. The process of the reform must be subject in 
the execution of this plain dictate of justice—all taxation shall be limi to the 
requirements of economical government. The necessary reduction in taxation 
ean and must be effeeted without depriving American labor of the ability to 
compete successfully with foreign labor, and without imposing lower rates of 
duty than will be ample to cover any increased cost of production which ma 
exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. Sub 
ficient revenue to pay all the expenses of the F Government economically 
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administered, including pensions, interest, and principal of the publie debt, can 
be got under our present system of taxation from custom-house taxes on fewer 
imported articles, being heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing lightest on 
articles of necessity. We therefore denounce the abuses of the existing tariff; 
and subject to the preceding limitations, we demand that Federal taxation shali 
be exclusively for public purposes, and shall not exceed the needs of the Govern- 
ment economically administered. 
The national Democratic convention of 1888 declared— 

The Democratic party of the United States, in national convention assembled, 
renews the pledge of its fidelity to Democratic faith, and reafiirms the platform 
adopted by its representatives in the convention of 1884, and indorses the views 
expressed by President Cleveland in his last earnest message to Congress as 
the correct interpretation of that platform upon the question of tariff reduc- 
tion; and also indorses the efforts of our Democratic Representatives in Con- 
gress to secure a reduction of excessive taxation. 

All unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. It is repugnant to the creed of 
Democracy that by such taxation the cost of the necessaries of life should be 
upjustifiably increased to all our people. Judged by Democratic principles, 
the interests of the people are betrayed when by unnecessary taxation trusts 
and combinations are permitted to exist, which, while unduly enriching the 
few that combine, rob the body of our citizens by depriving them of the benefits 
of natural competition, Every Democratic rule of governmental action is vio- 
lated when, through unnecessary taxation, a vast sum of money, far beyond 
the needs of an economical administration, is drawn from the people and the 
enaee of trade and accumulated as a demoralizing surplus in the national 

reasury. 

The Democratic policy is to enforce frugality in public expense and to abolish 
unnecessary taxation. Our established domestic industries and enterprises 
should not and need not be endangered by the reduction and correction of the 
burdens of taxation; on the contrary,a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, 
with due allowance for the difference between the wages of American and for- 
eign labor, must promote and encourage every branch of such industries and 
enterprises by giving them assurance of an extended market and steady and 
continuous operations. In the interests of American labor, which should in no 
event be neglected, the revision of our tax laws contemplated by the Democratic 
party should promote the advantage of such labor by cheapening the cost of 
necessaries of life in the home of every workingman and at the same time se- 
curing to him steady and remunerative employment. 


President Cleveland, in his first annual message, of December 8, 1885, 
after pointing out the excess of revenues, said: 


The proposition with which we have to deal is the reduction of the revenue 
received by the Government and indirectly paid by the people from customs 
duties. The question of free trade is not involved, nor is there now any occasion 
for the general discussion of the wisdom or expediency of a protective system. 

Justice and fairness dictate that in any modification of our present laws re- 
lating to revenue, the industries and interests which have been encouraged by 
such laws, and in which our citizens have large investments, should not be ruth- 
lessly injured or destroyed. 

In his second annual message, of December 6, 1886, he again called 
attention to the continuing excess of revenues, which would soon pay 
off all that part of our public debt which could be paid at our option, 
and said: 

When more of the people’s substance is exacted through the form of taxation 
than is necessary to meet the just obligations of the Government and the ex- 
pense of its economical administration, such exaction becomes ruthless extor- 
tion and a violation of the fundamental principles of a free Government. * * 
* It has been the policy of the Government to collect the principal part of 
its revenues by a tax upon imports, and no change in this policy is desirable. 
But the present condition of affairs constrains our people to demand that by a 
revision of our revenue laws the receipts of the Government shall be reduced 
to the necessary expense of its economical administration; and this demand 
should be recognized and obeyed by the people’s representatives in the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government. In readjusting the burdens of Federal taxation 
a sound policy requires that such of our citizens as have built up large and im- 
portant industries under present conditions should not be suddenly and to their 
injury deprived of advantages to which they have adapted their business, but 
if the public good requires it, they should be content with such consideration 
as shall deal fairly and cautiously with their interests, while the just demand of 
the people for relief from needless taxation is honestly answered. * * * 

And these considerations suggest such an arrangement of Government reve- 
nues as shall reduce the expense of living, while it does not curtail the oppor- 
tunity for work nor reduce the compensation of American labor and injuriously 
affect its condition and the dignified place it holds in the estimation of our 
people. . i 

But our farmers and agriculturists, those who from the soil produce the things 
consumed by all, are perhaps more directly and plainly concerned than any 
other of our citizens in a just and careful system of Federal taxation. * * * 

Irecommend that, keeping in view all these considerations, the increasing 
and unnecessary surplus of national income annually accumulating be released 
tothe people by an amendment to our revenue laws which shall eheapen the 
price of the necessaries of life and give freer entrance to such imported mate- 
rials as, by American labor,may be manufactured into marketable commod- 
ities. 

In his message of December 6, 1887, he clearly and concisely pre- 
sented the whole question of surplus, excessive taxation, its dangers, 
and the remedies, and showed that after paying all the public debt 
which we could pay at its face value, all which was payable at our 
option, and the purchase of over twenty-seven millions of bonds in the 
market at a high rate of premium, because not yet either due or pay- 
able at our option, there was still a surplus, which must continue to 
increase under existing laws, and said: 


Our scheme of taxation, by means of which this needless surplusis taken from 
the people and put into the public Treasury, consists of a tariff or duty levied 
upon importations from abroad, and internal-revenue taxes levied upon the 
eonsumption of tobacco and spirituous and malt liquors. It must be conceded 
that none of the things subjected to internal-revenue taxation are, strictly speak- 
ing, necessaries; there appears to be no just complaint of this taxation by the 
consumers of these articles, and there seems to be nothing so well able to bear 
the burden without hardship to any portion of the people. 3 

But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un- 
necessary taxation, ought to be at once revised and amended. These laws, as 
their primary and plaineffect, raise the price to consumers of all articles im- 
ported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties. Thus the 
amountef duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use these im- 
ported articles. Many of these things, however, are raised or manufactured in 
our own country,and the duties now levied upon foreign goods and products 
are called protection to these hone manufactures because they rendez it possi- 
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uct being thus « 1, that pa 1 s i? 
as & compensati rmanufactu rs for th i or 
could be accordingly medified. Such reduction, orft im ‘ I 
beside to largely reduce the revenue. It is not appar« such a f 
can have any injurious effect upon our manufacture On the « t 
would appear to give them a better chance in foreign markets ht 
facturers of other countries, who cheapen their wares | 
our people might have the opportunity of e ‘ 5 
limits of home consumption—saving them fro 
busir and loss caused by a glutted domestic market : ‘! 
empl $ more certain and steady labor, with its resulting quiet t 
ment 
Our p ress towarda wise conclusion will not be impro 
the theories of protection and free trade. This savors too 
epithets. It is a condition which confronts us, not a theor 
condition may involve a slight reduction of the advantaces w ‘ 
our home productions, but the entire withdrawal of such ad t : 
not be contemplated. The question of free trade is abs ‘ 
the persistent claim made in certain quarters that all efforts the ) 
le from unjust and unnecessary taxation are schemes of so 
is mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the public good 





Thesimple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury 
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The value of the merchandise dutiable under the present and also 
under the House bill imported in 1887 was $379,502,258.54, and the 
duties collected thereon amounted to $192,038,034.15 under the pres- 
ent law, and the average ad valorem rate of duty was $50.60 on the 
$100 in value, or 50.60 per cent.; and the duties collectible thereon 
under the House bill amount to $162,325,392.74, and the average ad 
valorem rate of duty thereon is $42.77 on the $100 in value, or 42.77 
per cent. 

The House bili therefore reduces the average ad valorem rate of 
duty, based upon the imports of 1887, from $50.60 on the $100 in value, 
or 50.60 per cent., to $42.67 on the $100 in value, or 42.77 per cent., 
being a reduction of only 7.83 per cent., and reduces the revenues from 
$192,038, 034.15 to $162,325,392.74, being $29,712,641.41, and by this 
amount reduces the surplus revenues. The total reductions by the 
proposed bill, therefore, are $19,773,598.34 by the free-list and $29, - 
712,641.41 by reduced rates of duties from 50.60 per cent. to 42.77 per 
cent., making $49,486,239.75. Briefly, the proposed bill takes from 
the merchandise imported in 1887 to the value of $449, 945,271.18, and 
taxed by present tariff laws at 47.07 per cent., and places on the free- 
list articles of the value of $70,443,012.64, taxed by present law at 
28.07 per cent., and reduces the average ad valorem rates of duty on 
the remaining $379,502,258.54 worth imported in 1887 from $50.60 on 
the $100 in value, the tax of the present law, to $42.77 on the $100 in 
value, a reduction of only $7.83 on the $100 in value, or 7.83 per cent. 

Based on importations of 1887, the following table shows reductions 
in rate of duty and amount placed on the free-list, by schedules: 


Reduction Amount placed 









Schedules. in duty. on free-list. 
| 
| Per cent. 

RAD, os.covercveatnsiinenes sinters vvards eapennacens euptta abana 5. 24 $4, 535, 557. 
Earthen and glass ware.. s0tahes. senhbcabemnbedabutawabennts 6.08 30, 789. 97 
Metals... servensebepedins whi 3.44 18, 323, 612. 91 
Wooden ware.... oie wii 4. 68 6, 679, 202.12 
RII. ci nietsccennchiiebndytaetanerrectoeteecmemmnnnaened’ a 14.74 None. 
Provisions....... Aa i 1.04} 3,334,013. 86 


Hemp, flax, and jute.............. null 9.56 | 14,490, 501. 40 
Wool and woolens............. | 28. 91 18, 206, 987. 97 
Books, papers, etc...............+ ene aul . 06 None. 
NAO sessvienesvntireedetennebasresenres sepantiogstnbbatmedasnnbaeias 2,02 4, 842, 346. 45 


This House bill, proposing a reduction of the surplus arising from 
internal-revenue taxes by about $22,196,056 and from tariff taxes by 
free-list and reduction of rates of tariff duties by $49,486, 239.75, being 
an aggregate reduction of $71,682,295.75, is denounced as a direct at- 
tempt to fasten on this country the British policy of free foreign trade, 
and declared to be free trade. This is absolutely false, as the record 
shows. Thestatute lawsof the United States from July 4, 1789, thedate 
of the first law imposing tariff duties on imported merchandise, to 
March 3, 1883, the date of the existing law, show that as many as fifty- 
five or more laws have been enacted affecting tariff taxation, and such 
laws were enacted in forty-five different years during this period of 
ninety-four years, and in some years more than one such was passed. 
The longest period in our whole history during which no such law was 
passed was from July 30, 1846, the date of the so-called Walker tariff, 
to March 3, 1857, when duties were reduced. 

The principal tariff laws are popularly known by the names of their 
supposed authors. The following table gives the popular names, dates, 
and average ad valorem rates of duties as nearly as can be determined: 





} 
Date of pas-| Average ad valorem 


>, 
Popular name. sage. rate of duty. 


Hamilton tariff............:0ss0000 suingubunspetenl July 4,1789) About 10 per cent. 
Calhoun tarill.....ccceccecccereceserescseeeeeseensnee Apr. 27,1816 About 20 to 25 per cent. 
Clay tariff ............ ..| May 22,1824; About 32 to 37 per cent. 
Abominations tariff .............. ..| May 19,1828| About 45 to 48 per cent. 
Clay’s compromise tariff ..| Mar, 2,1833| About 30 to 20 per cent. 
Whicg tari ..| Aug. 30,1842 | About 35 per cent. 
Walker tariff... ee ane ..| July 30,1846) About 25 per cent. 
IN iit dsiinsés tsyscsincxsodivcdedicdawioivele 'Mar. 2,1861! About 48 per cent. 

















With these facts and figures before him, how can any intelligent 
man say that the House bill is a free-trade measure ? 
FREE TRADE. 

In the minority report by the Republican members on the House 
bill, in the majority report of the Republican Senators, in the Repub- 
lican press, and by Republican speakers free trade is held up as a scare- 
crow to frighten voters and deter them from supporting the Democratic 

arty. 

. Why is this done? 
complished. 

What is it? 

What is free trade? 
meanings ? 

1. The dictionaries define free trade to mean: 


«Commerce unrestricted by tariff regulations or customs duties; free inter- 
of commodities or liberty of introducing merchandise into a country 


There must be some object sought to be ac- 


It has two separate and entirely different 
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from any other country without payment of government duties; trade or com- 
merce between people and nations Without restrictions, taxation, duties, im- 
posts, or burdens, 


Under our Constitution we have free trade, as defined by dictionaries, 
pure andsimple, among all our people throughout all our States and 
Territories. 

No man can truthfully say that the House bill proposes or favors 


such free trade. The charge is absolutely without any foundation. 
> 


2. Tree trade in the United States, when applied and used to indi- 
cate a policy of revenue, means a tariff for raising revenue, with such 
incidental protection as all tariff du'ies necessarily afford. It meansa 
policy for revenue tariff as distinguished from a policy for protective 
tariff. To establish the correctness of this definition I will quote from 
so-called free-traders and protectionists. 

The free-trade convention of many delegates from many States held 
in Philadelphia in 1831, by Albert Gallatin,chairman of the committee, 
presented a memorial to Congress in 1832 protesting against the then 
existing tariff, and asking— 

That duties be so reduced as to leave after extinguishment of the public debt 


only that amount of revenue which may be necessary to meet the ordinary ex- 
igencies of the Government. 


The American Free-Trade League of New York, in 1870 or 1871, in 
response to inquiries from Edward Young, Chief of the Bureau of Sta- 
tistics, said: 

We believe in the utmost possible freedom for all citizens of the United Siates 
in trade as well as in all the other relations of life; but we recognize that ab- 
solute freedom of trade must be limited to the revenue necessities of the Gov- 
ernment, just as absolute freedom in other respects is necessarily limited by 
government; and therefore the Free-Trade League willingly submits to taxation 
and duties to meet the necessities of government, whileit denounces as robbery 
and tyranny all taxation for the benefit of special classes. 


Henry Clay, in his speech ‘‘on American industry,’’ in the House 
of Representatives, March 30 and 31, 1824, said: 

Two classes of politicians divide the people of the United States. According 
to the syst-m of one, the produce of foreign industry should be subject to no 
other impost than such as may be necessary to provide a public revenue; and 
the produce of American industry should be left to sustain itself, if it can, with 
no other than that incidental protection, in its competition, at home as well as 
abroad, with rival foreign articles. According to the system of the other class, 
whilst they agree that the imports should be mainly, and may under any modi- 
fication be safely relied on as a fitand convenient source of public revenue, they 
would so adjust and arrange the duties on foreign fabrics as to afforda gradual 
but adequate protection to American industry,and lessen our dependence on 
foreign nations, by securing a certain and ultimately acheaper and better sup- 
ply of our own wants from our own abundant resources. Both classes are 
equally sincere in their respective opinions, equally honest, equally patriotic. 
and desirous of advancing the prosperity of the country. Inthediscussion and 
consideration of these opposite opinions, for the purpose of ascertaining which 
has the support of truth and reason, we should, therefore, exercise every indul- 
gence, and the greatest spirit of mutual moderation and forbearance. And,in 
our deliberations on this great question, we should look fearlessly and truly at 
the actual condition of the country, retrace the causes which have brought us 
into it,and snatch, if possible,a view of the future. We should, above all, con- 
sult experience—the experience of other nationsas well as our own—as our truest 
and most unerring guide. * * * 

Hon. James G. Blaine, the leader of the protectionists in this cam- 
paign, in his ‘‘ Twenty Years in Congress,’’ discusses tariff legislation 
and policies at length, using the terms ‘‘ free-traders’’ and ‘‘ protection- 
ists,’’ as the two great opposing parties in politics and on pages 207, 
208, and 211, says: 

In the foregoing summary of legislation upon the tariff the terms ‘ free trade” 
and *' protection ” are used in their ordinary acceptation in this country, not as 
accurately defining the difference in the revenue theories, but as indicating the 
rival policies which have so long divided political parties. Strictly speaking, 
there has never been a proposition by any party in the Uniled States for the 
adoption of free trade. ‘To be entirely free, trade must encounter no obstruc- 
tion in the way of tax either upon export or import. In that sense, no nation 
has ever enjoyed free trade. * * * 

The essential question which has grown up between political rties in the 
United States respecting our foreign trade is, whether a duty should be laid 
upon any import for the direct object of protecting and encouraging the manu- 
facture of the same article at home. The party opposed to this theory does not 
advocate the admission of the article free, but insists upon such rate of duty as 
will produce the largest revenue and at the same time afford what is termed 
“incidental protection.’’ ‘The advocates of actual free trade according to the 
policy of England, taxing only those articles which are not prodaced at home, 
are few in number and are principal!y confined to doctrinaires. 


Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Jr., of Ohio, on May 18, 1883, said: 


This brings us face-to face, therefore, with the two opposing systems, that of 
a revenue as distinguished from a protective tariff, and upon their respective 
merits they must stand or fall. 


Yet Mr. Blaine, Mr. McKINL«y, and other protectionists, in speeches 
and campaign literature, declare the proposed bill to be a free-trade 
measure—to mean the ‘‘ British policy of free foreign trade’’—and de- 
clare the Democratic party to be a free-trade party and the advocates 
of the British policy of free foreign trade, and so use the term ‘‘ free 
trade’’ that their auditors and readers must necessarily think they 
mean by ‘‘free trade’’ trade without any restrictions, duties, or taxes, 
and such freedom of trade as England has, and as we have among our- 
selves. Why is this done? The object must be to deceive, mislead, 
and array prejudice, and at the same time divert attention from the 
real issue. 

Such a course is neither fair nor creditable to the persons who pur- 
sue it, for they know that neither the Democratic party nor any other 


political party in the United States has ever proposed the adoption of 


free trade—trade without any restrictions, duties, or taxes—and that 
no nation has ever enjoyed such free trade. 
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rhe Tariff League Bulletin of New Yo rk, a special pleader for pro 
tection, has published far and wide the char: ge that President Cleve- 
] has said 

I believe in free trade as I believe in the Protestant religion 

\ nt issue of September 7, 1888, states that 

ve I ters asking for proof that the statement is corr 

and we have taken great pains to trace to their origin these w ds attributed to 
he Presid¢ 

And t } lys 

We have i r possession conclusive evidence that ¢ I lt 
expr nm some time ago in a private conversation wit an ¢ v-ae ] 
of Pennsylvania, who repeated it to Colonel McCl ed el idelphia 
rimes. Colonel McClure repeated it to a gentieu of } I and v 
I ty, and finally the Preside ent’s expression bec: am ib 3 ne rl 
disputed either by the President or those who repe ate 1 it TI is no doubt 


whatever of its authenti city. . 

Is the publication of such falsehoods, based upon such pretended 
hearsays, fair, honorable, or just ? 

Is the cause of protection in such desperate straits that such cow- 
ardly attacks must be made upon the President in the face of his frank, 
bold, and manly messages upon the tariff? 

The following letter of the President shows the utter falsity of the | 
charge: 

PHILADELPHIA, Seplember 15 


George Whiteley, of 107 Walnut street, in answer to a letter of inquiry sent to 
President Cleveland as to certain free-trade utterances he was charged with hav- 
ing made, yesterday received the following: 

‘EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, Sepienvder 13, 1888. 

‘*DearSre: Your letter of the Sth instant has just been presented to my atten- 
tion, and it affords the first intimation [ have had that in an article published 
inthe North American Review I am charged with the declaration that * I believe 
in free trade as I believe in the Protestant religion.’ In answer to your inquiry 
as to the truth of this allegation I have to say that I never made use of that ex 
pression or one anything like it. The statement you quote is pure, unadulter- 
ated fabrication. While it would be unfair to attempt to meet or refute every 
false statement coined or forged to serve the purposes of misrepresentation in 
the heat of the political canvass, the friendly spirit of your inquiry has led me 
to make this emphatic denial. 

* Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

“GreorGE WHITELEY, Esq.”’ 

Will the Tariff League Bulletin have the honor and 
publish the President’s letter? I doubt it. 

The true issue is not free trade, but a question of policies in regard 
to the accumulating surplus in the Treasury and the best method or 
system for reducing the onerous burdens of unnecessary taxation, and 
leaving the surplus in the pockets of the tax-payers. 

Shall the policy of a high protective tariff or of a revenue tariff with 
incidental protection prevail ? 

What is protection? Webster says: 

Protection is the establishment of such duties on goods imported as will pro 
tect or cherish domestic industry. 


And— 


A protectionist is one who favors the protection of some branch of industry 
by legal enactments. 

The Industrial League of Pennsylvania, in answer to Mr. 
Young, in 1872, said: 

Protection is simply defense; nothing more, nothing less, and nothing else. 

Yes, it is defense. Defense against what? Defense against compe- 
tition, and consequently a monopoly of the market for the sale of the 
protected article. 

What are the advantages or benefits of a protective tariff as claimed 
by protectionists ? 

Could some intelligent being, divinely endowed with a knowledge of 
the English language, be translated from some other world tothe United 
States and only hear and read the Republican speeches, platform, and 
literature, he would necessarily be led to believe that the protective- 
tariff policy was the fountain and source of all blessings and caused the 
succession of day and night, and of the seasons; regulated sunshine and 
shower, made the seeds to germinate, the harvests to ripen, agriculture 
to prosper, commerce to flow, and developed all the industrial interests 
of the country, enriched the poor by providing them with houses, food, 
clothing, and high wages, and made the people of the United States 
the most intelligent, progressive, prosperous, and happy among all the 
nations of earth. 

Mr. President, let us examine the origin, purpose, aiteaes benefits, 
and proposed duration of this high protec tive-tariff policy, and the ori- 
gin of the term ‘* American system,’’ and why applied the reto. 

President Washington in his message to the Second Congress on Jan- 
uary 8, 1790, said: 

The advancement of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures by all proper 
means, will not, ltrast, need recommendation. But I can not forbear intimat- 
ing to you the expedienc y of giving effectual encouragement, as well to the in- 


troduction of new and useful inventions from abroad, as to the exertions of ski! 
end genius in producing them at home. 


manliness to 


No law had then been enacted for granting any exclusive rights or 
patents to inventors for their inventions. 
On January 15, 


the Whole House on the state of the Union adopted a resolution— 


That it isthe opinion of this committee that the several matters recommended 
by the President of the United States in his speech to both Houses of Congress, 


1790, the House of Representatives in Committee of 
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er gement ‘ 
i a ‘ 
i H thereupon 
t i y i ‘ 
t lous >t 
President I ~ 3 
€ Irage t | { ‘ i $ as \ a 
United States independent of other nations for es 
tar supplies 
In obedience te this order Ale» ider Har 
freasury, on De er 5, 1791 ibmitted to the se | i 
‘Report on Manufactures.’’ Mr. Hamilton 
tinction of being the father of the system oi rte 
' : , 
Henry Clay were certainly the ablest advocates and « yu 
system, its objects and purposes. When Mr. Hamilton s nitted |} 
~port Congress d already enacted the tariff laws of Ju 78 
and August 10, 1790 
Mr. Hamilton in his report said: 
rhe Secretary of the Treasury, in obedience to the order of t Hous 
resentatives,on the 1 i day of January, 1790, 1 : ed his . 
early a period as his other duties would permit, tothes t« i 
particularly to the means of promoting such ¢ ‘ itor t ed 
States inde dent of foreign nations for military ! ! 
ind he thereupon submits the following rey 
He then enumerates the principal circumstances which w tk 
manufacturing establishments beneticial to the country, as fe 
1. The division of labor. 
2. An extension of the use of machinery 
3. Additional employment to classe sof the community not ordinar i 
in the business 
4. The promoting of emigration from foreign coun 
+. The furnishing gre ater ‘scope for the diversity of talents and d 
which discriminate men from each other 
6. The affording a more ample and various field for enterprise 
7. The ereating in some instances a new and securing in all a more ccrta 
and steady demand for the surplus produce of the soil 
. , ‘ 
ae ng the beneficial influence of manufacturing establishments 


‘the promoting of emigration from foreign countries,’’ he says 


Here is perceived an important resource, not only for extending the popu 
lation, and with it the useful and productive labor of the country, but e wise 
for the prosecution of manufactures, without deducting from t 
hands which might otherwise be drawn to tillage: and even for 


cation of agriculture, for such as might happen to be diverted from 





In discussing the home market for farm products, the benefits of man 


ufactures in ‘‘ the creating in some instances a new and securing in al! 















































a more certain and steady demand for the surplus produce of t I 
he Says: 

It is evident that the exertions of the husbandman will be steady « t- 
ng, Vigorous or feeble, in proportion tothe steadiness or fluctuation, ace r 
ness or inadequateness, of the markets on which he must depend for the ver 
of the surplus which may be produced by his labor; and that such su 
the ordinary course of things, will be greater or less in the same proy 

lor the purpose of this vent a domestic market is greatly to be pre itoa 
foreign one, because it is, in the nature of things, far: to be re ! 

ro secure st 1 market there is no other expedient than to promote 
facturing establisl Manufacturers, who constitute the most ? - 

uss, after t ors of land, are for that reason the p1 pal 

the sur labo 

This idea of sive domest irket for the plus prod ‘of th 
s of the first « itis of all things that wl 1 most effectuna 
duces toa flourishing state of agri If the effect of manufactortes should 
be to detach a portion of the hands which would otherwise be engaged ti oe 
i ht possibly cause a smaller quantity of lands to be under cuitiva 
by sir tendency to procure a more certain demand for the-surplus | fue 
of the soil, they would, at the same time, cause the lands which we 
vation to be better improved and more productive 

In discussing the objections and obstacles tothe establishment ot 
cessful manufactures, he says: 

First. If the system of perfect liberty to industry and commerce were the pre- 
vailing system of nations, the arguments w h dissuade a country } 

| dicament of the United States from the zealous pursuit of manufactures would 
doubtless have great force. It will not be affirmed that they might not be px 
mitted, with few exceptions, to serve as a rule of national conduct In such a 
state of thingseach country would have the full! benefit of its peculiar ad\ tages 
to compensate for its deficiencies or disadvantages. If one nation wer 
lition to supply manufactured articles on better terms n another, t) r 
might find an abundant indemnification in a supe r capacity to f 
produce of the soil 

And a free exchange, mutually beneficial, of the com: lities v 
able to supply on the best terms might be carried i ween ea sup} t 
in full vigor the industry of each. And thoug 2 
been mentioned, and others which will be unt fier, renders 
that nations merely agricultural would not enjoy the same degree of 
in proportion tot r numbers as those which united manufactures w 
cniture, yet the progressive improvement of the is of the former 1 nt i 
the end atone for an inferior degree of opul einth nt e; and t CASO 
in hich opposite considerations a rettye y : sought 
per . always to be in favor of ving industry t ts vn dire 

But the system which has been mentioned is far ft i characterizing the ge 
eral characterof nations, The prevalent o as b regulated by an opposit 
spirit. The consequence of $ that > Cuited States are lo a certain extent 
t situation of a country ] ! 1foreigncommerce. Th 

without « ulty, obtain from abro the manufactured supplies of w t 
are in want, but they experience numerous and verv jurious impedimel: 
the emission and vent of their own commodities Nor is this the case 
ence toas le foreign nation only. The regulations of several countries w 
which we have the most extensive intercourse throw serious obstructiot nt 
way of the principal staples of the t nite. 1 States 

In such a aa on of things the United States can not exchange w pe 
on equal terms; and the want of reciprocity would render them the victimof @ 
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roj nd only a partial and occasional demand for their own in return, 

not but expose them to a stat pov erishment, comps red with the o 

to which their political and natural advantages authorize them to aspi re 
Remarks of this kind are not made in the spirit of complain tis f 

nations, whose regulations are alluded to, to judge for the mselyes wheth 

by aiming at too much, they do not lose more than they gain. Itis fo : 





} 
United States to consider by what means they can render themselves least de- 
pendent on the combinations, right or wrong, of foreign policy. * * * 


But the greatest obstacle of all to the successful prosecution of a new branch 





of industry in a country in which it was before unknown consiste, as far 
instances apply, in the bounties, premiums, and other aids which are granted, 
in a variety of case 8, by the nations in which the establishments to be imitated 


are prev y introduce . = 2 
The objections to the pursuit of manufactures in the United States,which next 
present themselves to discussion, represent an impracticability of success aris- 
ing from thiee causes—scarcity of hands, dearness of labor,want of capital. 
The first two circumstances are to a certain extent real, and within due | 


ious 





1its 


ought to be admitted as obstacles to the success of manufacturing enterprise in | 
| introduction into the United St 


the United States. But there are various considerations which lessen their force 
and tend to afford an assurance that they are not sufficient to prevent the adva:r 
tageous prosecution of m any very use ful and extensive manufactories. * * 
it may be affirmed, therefore, in respect to hands for carrying on manufact- 
ures, that we shall, in a great measure, trade upon a foreign stock, reserving 
our own for the cultivation of our lands and the manning of our ships, as far as 
baracter and circumstances shall incline. 

As to the dearness of labor, another of the obstacles alleged, this has relation 
principally to two circumstances: one, that which has just been discussed, or 
the searcity of hands; the other, the greatness of profits 

So far as the dearness of labor can be a consequence of the greatness of profits 
in any branch of business, it is no obstacle to its success. The great undertaker 
can afford to pay the price 


There are grounds to conclude that undertakers of manufactures in this | 


country can at this time afford to pay higher wages to the workmen they may 


employ than are paid to similar workmen in Europe. 


lowing ingredients: 
are paid upon them where they are made; the expense of grounds, 
machinery, and tools; the wages of the persons employed in the manufactory ; 
the profits on the capital or stock employed; the commissions of agents to pur- 
chase them where they are made; the expense of transportation to the United 
States, including insurance and other incidental charges; 
if any, and fees of office which are paid on their exportation ; 
and fees of office which are paid on their importation. 


He then says that— 


the taxes or duties 


As to the cost of materials, the advantage upon the whole is at present on the | 


side of the United States— 
And— 


as to the expense of grounds, buildings, machinery, and tools, an equality at 


least may be assured 

And— 
asto the article of wages, the comparison certainly turns against the United 
States— 

And— 


as to profits on the capital or stock, it is alike applicable to the foreign and do- 
mestic manufacture. 

But with respect to all the remaining items,they are alone applicable to the 
foreign manufacture, and, in the strictest sense, extraordinaries; constituting 
a sum of extra charge on the foreign fabric which can not be estimated at less 
than from L5 to 30 per cent. on the cost of it at the manufactory. 

This sum of extra charge may confidently be regarded as more than a coun- 
terpoise for the real difference in the price of labor; and is a satisfactory proof 
that manufactures may prosper in defiance of it in the United States. * * 

To all the arguments which are brought to evince the impracticability of suc- 
cess in manufacturing establishments in the United States, it might have been 
a sufficient answer to have referred to the experience of what has been already 
done. It is certain that several important branches have grown up and flour- 
ished with a rapidity which surprises, affording an encouraging assurance of 
success in future attempts; of these it may not be improper to enumerate the 
most considerable, 


He then discusses the proper plan for the encouragement and promo- 
tion of manufactures, and says: 


In order to a better judgment of the means proper to be resorted to by the 
United States, it will be of use to advert to those which have been employed with 
success in other countries. The principal of these are: 

1. Protecting duties, or duties on those foreign articles which are the rivals of 
the domestic ones intended to be encouraged. 

Duties of this nature evidently amount to a virtual bounty on the domestic 
fabrics, since by enhancing the charges on foreign articles they enable the na- 
tional manufacturers to undersel! all theirforeign competitors. * * * Indeed, 
all the duties imposed on imported articles, though with an exclusive view to 
revenue, have the effect in contemplation, and, except where they fall on raw 
materials, wear a beneficent aspect toward the manufacturers of the country. 

x * % % * * * 

2. Prohibitions of rival articles, or duties equivalent to prohibitions. 

Considering a monopoly of the domestic market to its own manufacturers as 
the reigning policy of manufacturing nations, asimilar policy on the part of the 
United States in every proper instance is dictated, it might almost be said, by 
the principles of distributive justice, certainly by the duty of endeavoring to se- 
c ae to their own citizens a reciprocity of adv antages. 

3. Prohibitions of the exportation of the materials of manufactures. 

4. Pecuniary bounties. 


* - * 


ee ae 


This has been found one of the most efficacious means of encouraging manu- 
factures, and it is in some views the best. 
Ile discusses at great length the advantages of ‘‘ bounties,’’ and 


among other 3, SAYS: 
It can 


olherwis 


not escape notice that a duty upon the importation of an article can not 
he domestic production of it than by giving the latter greater 
advantages in the home market. * * * 
continuance of bounties on manufactures long established must always 
be of questionable poiicy, because @ presumption would arise in every such case 
t 2! ral an a inhe rent impediments to success. But in new un- 
are just as justifiable as they are oftentimes necessary. * * * 
eof; rejudies against bounties, from an appearance of giving 
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:money without an immediat onsideration 1d froma ) 
position that they serve to enrich particular classes at the expe e*of th m 
nuanay. " * * 

As to the second sow of objection, it ¢ ally sag t other modes of cn- 
couragement which are admitted to be eligible, As ott 1 ,au ipons 
eign article makes an addition to its price, it ca 3 <tra expense to the 
community for the benefit of the domestic manufact A bounty does no 
more. * ® ; 

5. Premiums. 

These are of a nature allied to bou ‘3, though distinguishable from them in 
some important features 7 Ss 

6. The exemption of the materials of manufactures from duty 

The policy of that ex i , eral particularly in reference to 
new establishments, is o > in hardly ever be advisa > to add the 
obstructions of f en liMiculties which naturally embarrass a 
new manufacture; and when it is matured and in a cond ya to become an 
object of revenue, it is, generally speakine, better that the fabric than the ma- 
terial should be the subject of taxation. * . 

7. Drawbacks of the duties which are imposed on the materials of manu- 


fac a s ° 

8. The encouragement of new ons and d series at home and of the 
es of such as may have been made in other 
countries, particularly those which relate to machinery. 

This is among the most useful and unexceptional of the aids which can be 
given to manufactures. The usual means of that encouragement are pecuniary 
rewards and, for a time, exclusive privileg The first must be employed ac- 
cording to the occasion and the utility of the invention or discovery. For the 
last, 80 ) far as respects ‘authors and inventors,” provision’has been made by 
law. * * * 


9. Judicious 


iscove 


inventi 





regulations for.the inspection of manufactured commodi- 


| ties, © & © 


10. The facilitating of pecuniary remittances from place to place. 

1l. The facilitating of the transportation of commodities, 

He then discusses the rates of duty necessary for the encouragement 
and protection of manufactures. As to the first instance, iron, he says 

The only further encouragement of manufactories of this article, the pro- 
priety of which may be considered as unquestionable, seems to be an increase 
of the duties on foreign rival commodities. 

And recommends the increase of the duty upon steel from 
to 100 cents per hundredweight, and a duty of 2 
nails and spikes, and says: 

To insure the end, it seems equally safe and prudent to extend the duty ad 
valorem upon all manufactures of iron, or of which iron is the article of chief 
value, to 10 per cent. 

And as to the manufactures of steel, says: 


Manufactures of steel generally, or of which steel is the article of chief value, 
may with advantage be placed in the class of goods rated at 7} per cent. As 
manufactures of this kind have not yet made any considerable progress, it is a 
reason for not rating them as high as those of iron; but as this material is the 
basis of them, and as their extension is not less practicable than important, it 
is desirable to promote it by a somewhat higher duty than at present. 

A question arises, how far it might be expedient to permit the importation of 
iron in pigs and bars free of duty. It would certainly be favorabic to manu- 
facturers of the article; but the doubt is, whether it might not interfere with its 
production. 

And as to cotton, he says: 


The present duty of 3 cents per po ind on the foreign raw material is undoubt- 
edly a very serious impediment tothe progress of these manufactories. * * * 

To secure tothe national manufacturers so essential an advantage, a repeal 
of the present duty on imported cotton is indispensable. One cent per yard, 
not less than of a given width, on all goods of cotton, or of cotton and linen 
mixed, which are manufactured in the United States, with the addition of 1 
cent per pound weight of the material if made of national cotton, would amount 
to an aid of considerable importance, both to the production and to the manu- 
facture of that valuable article. 

If the duty of 7} per cent. on certain kinds of cotton goods were extended to 
all goods of cotton, or of which it is the principal material, it would probably 
more than counterbalance the effect of the drawback proposed in relation to 
the fabrication of the article. 

I have made these voluminous quotations to show the exact grounds 
upon which the policy of protection by tariff duties and bounties was 
presented by Mr. Hamilton at that early day. 

In enumerating the supposed benefits of manufacturing establish- 
ments he lays great stress upon the promotion of immigration from for- 
eign countries and the creation of a home market for the surplus prod- 
ucts of agriculture, but does not intimate the possibilitv even of higher 
wages or any protection to American labor against competition with 
the pauper labor of Europe 

He frankly admitted that the wages of labor were higher here than 
in any other nation, and that the ‘scarcity of hands and dearness of 
labor’’ were serious obstacles to the success of manufactures; and ar- 
gues that these obstacles can be overcome by immigration, the importa- 
tion of foreign laborers, and that our manufacturers could even then 
afford to pay higher wages than were paid in other countries for similar 
work, by reason of the disadvantages under which foreign manufact- 
urers labored, and which were extraordinaries, such as commissions, 
transportation, insurance and other charges, taxes, and duties on im- 
portation, and that these were an extra charge on foreign fabrics, 
amounting to not less than 15 to 30 per cent. on cost at manufactory ; 
and that this sum of extra charge was more than a counterpoise—an 
equivalent for the difference in price of labor, and was a proof that 
manufactures may prosper in defiance of the higher wages here. 

He claims that the greatest obstacle to success of new manufactures 
was in the bounties, premiums, and other aids granted in many cases 
by the nations in which the establishments to be imitated were pre- 
viously introduced. In other words, infant manufactures could not 
without aid compete with old-established ones, and therefore infant 
industries must be protected, not American labor, already then receiv- 
ing higher wages than in Europe. In discussing the means to be 
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we possess in our waste lands. Whi 
apprehend. Do capitalists give too low wages? A 
and in danger of starving 
and leave the others better provided for. 
Iam aware that while the public domain isan acknow 
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to buy at lower rates, The great law of price is determined 
Whatever affects either affects the price. If the supply 
demand remaining thesame, the price declines. If the demand 
ingg the same, the price advances. If both sup- 
nished, the price is stationary, and the price ia in- 
m to the degree of disturbance to the demand or 
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1 would address a few words to the friends of the American sys- 

Phe revenue must, ought to be reduced, ‘I country will not 
payment of the public debt, ten or twelve millions of dollars be- 
ssary, bear such an annual surplus. 
ct of perpetual contention. - 
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Mr. Clay on February 25, 1837, in discussing the bill to reduce the 


tani 


s uid: 
tthe best friends of the protective 
sli | be perpetual, though the act 
tin All who advocated the sys 
time (the precise period they did not attemptto fix) our domestic manufactures 
wou'd become so thoroughly fixed and permanently established that they would 
bear the competition of rival products from abroad. * * * 

The great question so long agitated between different portions of the Union 
has not been whether in laying a bill for revenue the Government may not levy 
a duty which gives incidental protection tothe industry of our own citizens, for 
this none will deny, but whether such protection is in itself a proper and legit- 
imate object for which taxes may be laid. i 
have always maintained the latter proposition. 


And in speaking of the compromise act of 1833, he says: 


At the time of its conception he was not in the city, but in Philadelphia, 
whither he had retired for three weeks. 


establishing it were unlimited in point of 


imminent danger to which the tariff system was exposed, and who asked with 
anxiety what was to be done, whether no measure could be devised to save the 
manufacturing interests from the ruin with which they were threatened. It 
was to these individuals, and not to his friends in Congress, that he first applied 
to know whether in their apprehension a long lease of the protective policy, 
even though on a lower scaic, would not be better than the uncertain state with 
regard to it in which they then were. To this question not a single man (and 
he put it to the most intelligent individuals) hesitated for a moment to reply in 
the affirmative. He afterwards conferred with other manufacturers and found 
that they concurred in the same view. * * * 

The bill then provided a biennial reduction at the rate of 10 per cent. on all 
duties over 20 per cent., till the Ist of December, 1541; in June following, one- 
half of the remaining excess of duties over 20 per cent., and soon after the resi- 
due. To this bill it was objected that the manufacturing interest could never 
live under it. But what has been the fact? The law has now been in operation 
for four years, and have you heard any complaints from that interest? Can 
any period of four years be pointed out in which it has enjoyed greater pros- 
perity? But it was urged that, although the manufacturers might get along 
till 1842, yet when that time should arrive they could no longer exist under the 
remnant of protection which would then be left them; that is, with a duty of 
20 per cent., the home valuation, and the cash payment, In reply to this I said 
then, and I say now, that no man can tell beforehand whether this protection 
will be found sufficient or no. For myself, I do believe that the leading manu- 
facturing interests of the country can subsist under it. 

Mr. Clay, on March 10, 1838, in reply to Mr. Calhoun in their mem- 
orable discussion, in defending his compromise tariff of 1833 (this reply 
of Clay is found in the Daily National Intelligencer of March 19, 1838), 
said: 

There is protection frotti one end to the other in the compromise act; modi- 
fied and limited, it is true, but protection nevertheless, There is protection, 
adequate and abundant protection, until the year 1842; and protection indefi- 
nitely beyond it. Until that year the biennial reduction of duties is slow and 
moderate, such as was perfectly satisfactory to the manufacturers. Now, if the 
system were altogether unconstitutional, as had been contended, how could 
the Senator vote for a bill which continued it for nine years? Then, beyond 
that period, there is the provision for cash duties, home valuations, a long and 
liberal list of free articles carefully made out by my friend from Rhode Island, 
Mr. Knight, expressly for the benefit of the manufacturers, and the power of 
discrimination, reserved also for their benefit, within the maximum rate of duty 
fixed inthe act. * * * 

No one, Mr. President, in the commencement of the protective policy, ever 
supposed that it was to be perpetual. We hoped and believed that temporary 
protection extended toour infant manufactures would bring them up and enable 
them to withstand competition with those of Europe. We thought, as the wise 
French minister did, who, when urged by a British minister to consent to the 
equal introduction into the two countries of their respective productions, re- 
plied that free trade might be very well for a country whose manufactures had 
reached perfection, but was not entirely adapted to a country which wished to 
build up its manufactures. If the protective policy were entirely to cease in 
1842, it would have existed twenty-six years from 1816, or eighteen from 1824; 
quite as long as, at either of those periods, its friends supposed might be neces- 
sary. But it does not cease then, and I sincerely hope that the provisions con- 
tained in the compromise act for its benefit beyond that period will be found 
sufficient for the preservation of all our interesting manufactures. For one, I 
am willing to adhere to and abide by the compromise in all its provisions, pres- 
ent and prospective, if its fair operation is undisturbed. 

Mr. Clay, in his letter of September 13, 1843, to Dr. F. S. Bronson, 
of Lagrange, Ga., published in Niles’s National Register of October 21, 
1843, said: 

The sum and substance of what I conceive to be the true policy of the United 
States in respect to a tariff may be briefly stated. In conformity with the prin- 
ciple announced in the compromise act, I think that whatever revenue is nec- 
essary to an economical and honest administration of the General Government 
ought to be derived from duties imposed on foreign imports. And I believe 
that in establishing a tariff of those duties such a discrimination ought to be 
made as will incidentally afford reasonable protection to our national interests. 

i think there is no danger of a high tariff being ever established; that of 
1828 was eminently deserving that denomination. I was not in Congress when 
it passed, and did not vote for it, but with its history, and with the cireum- 
stances which gave birth to it, I am well acquainted. They were highly dis- 
os to American legislation, atid I hope for its honor will never be again 
repeater 

After my return to Congress in 1831 my efforts were directed to the modifica- 
tion and reduction of the rates of duty contained in the act of 1828. 

The act of 1832 greatly reduced and modified them, and the act of 1833, com- 
monty called the compromise act. still further reduced and modifiedthem. The 
act which passed atthe extra session of 1841, which I supported, was confned 
to the free articles. I had resigned my seat in the Senate when the act of 1342 
passed Generally,the duties which it imposes are lower than those in the act 
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And, without intending to express any opinion upon every item of this 

last tariff, I would say that I think the provisions, in the main, are wise and 

proper. If there be any excesses or defects in it (of which I have not the means 
here of judging) they ought to be corrected. 

My opinion that there is no danger hereafter of a high tariff is founded on 

yu act that our manuf res have now taken a deep root. in their 

y needed a greater re of protection, but as they grow and ad- 

y acquire st 4 pility, and consequently will require less 

IXven now some branches of them are able to maintain in distant 

ets successful competition with rival foreign manufactures, 

I have thus quoted very fuliy from Mr. Clay, beginning in 1820 and 
ending in 1843, that we may clearly see the exact grounds upon which 
he sustained the protective system. 

THE AMERIK 

In his speech in March, 1824, for the first time in tariff discus- 
sions, Mr. Clay designated the policy of protection, the ‘‘American 


AN SYSTEM 8O CALLED 


| policy,’’ the “‘American system,’’ and ever since that speech protec- 


tionists have rolled this phrase ‘‘American system ’’ as a sweet morsel 
under their tongues and have hurled at all persons who differed with 
them the charge of favoring a British system of free foreign trade—a 
foreign system. 

Daniel Webster, then a Representative in the House from Massachu- 


| setts, on April 1 and 2, 1824, in reply to Mr. Clay, then Speaker of the 
| House, said: 


\nd allow me, sir, in the first place to state my regret, if indeed I ought not 
to express a warmer sentiment, at the names or designations which Mr. 
Speaker has seen fit to adopt for the purpose of describing the advocates and 
the opposers of the present bill. It is a question, he says, between the friends 
’ This, sir, isan as- 
take the liberty most directly to deny. Mr. Speaker cer- 
tainly intended nothing invidious or derogatory to any part of the House by 
this mode of denominating friends and enemies. But there is power in names, 
and this manner of distinguishing those who favor and those who oppose par- 


| ticular measures may lead to inferences to which no member of the House can 


submit. It may imply that there is a more exclusive and peculiar regard to 
American interests in one class of opinions than in another. Such an implica- 
tion is to be resisted and repelled. * * * 

Indeed, sir, it is a little astonishing, if it seemed convenient to Mr. Speaker, 
for the purpose of distinction, to make use of the terms ‘‘American policy” and 
“ foreign policy,” that he should not have applied them in a manner precisely 
If names are thought 
necessary, it would be wellenough, one would think, thatthe name should bein 
some measure descriptive of the thing; and since Mr. Speaker denominates the 
policy which he recommends *‘'a new policy in this country;” since he speaks 
of the present measure as a new era in our legislation; since he professes to in- 
vite us to depart from our accustomed course, to instruct ourselves by the wis- 
dom of others, and to adopt the policy of the most distinguished foreign states, 
one is a little curious to know with what propriety of speech this imitation of 
the other nations is denominated an ‘American policy,” while, on the contrary, 
a preference for our own established system, as it now actually exists, is called 
a “foreign policy.’”’ This favorite American policy is what America has never 
tried; and this odious foreign policy is what,as we are told, foreign states have 
never pursued. Sir, that is the truest American policy which shall most use- 
fully employ American capital and American labor and best sustain the whole 
population. With me it is a fundamental axiom, it is interwoven with my 
opinions, that the greatest interests of the country are united and inseparable ; 
that agriculture, commerce, and manufactures will prosper together or languish 
together; and that all legislation is dangerous which proposes to benefit one of 
these without looking to consequences which may fall on the others. 


It would seem that the reply of Mr. Webster would have silenced 
the further demagogical use of the term ‘‘American system,’’ but it 
did not, and to-day we hear the same use of the term from ocean to 
ocean. 

Why did Mr. Clay use this term of ‘‘American system”’ to designate 
his protective-tariff system ? 

Mr. Hamilton in his celebrated report, as before quoted, based his 
whole system of protective duties and bounties upon the like systems 
or policies ‘‘ which have been enrployed with success in other coun- 
tries,’’ and reasoned, from their successful adoption and employment 
by foreign nations, the probability of their success in our country, and 
thus boldly proposed to introduce these exotic, foreign systems into our 
country. In the tariff discussion in 1820 Mr. Clay had been warned of 
the effects of the adoption of this foreign system of protective duties, 
and especially of the dire results of the system in England, for he said: 

And we are warned by the example of England, by her pauperism, by the 
vices of her population, her wars, and so forth. 

And in reply to the warning said: 

Pauperism isin general the effect of an overflowing population. Manufactures 
have undoubtedly produced a redundant population, but so may commerce and 
so may agriculture. 

He was warned of our higher wages for labor in this country than 
in foreign countries, and of the effect of the protective policies in for- 
eign countries in reduced wages, pauperism, and vices, and that the 
same foreign policies adopted here would produce like results. 

To break the force of these facts, that the policy of protective, dis- 
criminating, restrictive duties was the policy then of England and other 
foreign countries, and the results of such policy there were a redundant, 
overflowing population, low wages, and pauperism, and that his pro- 
tective policy was only an imitation of such foreign policy, he intro- 
duced and coined the term ‘‘American system.’’ 

The protective, restrictive policy isnot an American system. On the 
contrary, itis the excluding, restrictive, prohibitive system practiced by 
the ‘‘Celestial Empire,’’ China, for thousands of years, which built 
by pauper labor the Chinese wall. It is the system to-day of Italy, 
Spain, France, Germany, Austria, Hungary, and Russia. It was the 
system of England, and rigidly maintained in the days of Hamilton 











Viale 


fom 


45 
< 

















1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Qs | 


} 
| 


and Clay, and until her labor was degraded and wages reduced to 
starvation point. Such is the historical origin of this real foreign 
Chinese-British-Italian policy of restrictive, prohibitive duties adopted 
by protectionists in this country and proclaimed by the Chicago plat- 
form as the American system of protection. 

Not a word did Mr. Clay utter in behalf of increasing the wages o1 
American labor; not a word for the protection of American labor against 
the pauper labor of Europe; on the contrary, as with Hamilton so it 
was with Clay—protection to American manufacturers and contention 
by both that our wages, compared with the so-called pauper labor of 
England and Europe, were not as much higher as represented. How 
long was this protection tocontinue? Mr. Hamilton claimed that pro- 
tective duties were necessary and justifiable for ‘‘ new undertakings, 
‘‘new manufactures,’’ and that— 

The continuance of bounties on manufactures loypg estal 
be of questionable policy— 

But fixed no date. Mr. Clay claimed, in 1820, that— 

Manufactures were the youngest and weakest interests of the State 

Agriculture wants but little or no protection— 

And | 
our foreign trade wants no further legislative aid, 
And, in 1824, that— 

The unprotected manufactures of a country are exposed to the danger of be- 
ing crushed in their infancy. 


And— 

Let our arts breathe under the shade of protection; let t! 
they are in England, and we shall then be ready, as Englar 
to put aside protection and to enter upon the freest exchan; 

Mr. Clay called them infant industries in 1820 and 1824, but in 
1837 said: 





The best friends of the protective policy never intended that that policy should 
be perpetual. 

And that 

All who advocated the system went upon the ground that after a certain | 
time (the precise period they did not attempt to fix) our domestic manufactures 
would become so thoroughly fixed and permanently established that they would 
bear the competition of rival products from abroad. 

And in speaking of ‘‘the remnant of protection’’ left under com- 
promise tariff of 1833, which was a duty of 20 per cent., said 

For myself,I do believe that the leading manufacturing terests of the coun 
try can subsist under it. 


In 1838 Mr. Clay said: 


No one, Mr. President, in the commencement of the protective policy ever 
supposed that it was to be perpetual. We hoped and believed that temporary 
protection extended to our infant manufactures would bring them up and en- 
able them to withstand competition with Europe. * * If the protective 
policy were entirely to cease in 1842 it would have existed twenty-six years 
from 1816 or eighteen from 1824, quite as long as at either of those periods its 


friends supposed might be necessary. 
In his letter to Dr. Bronson in September, 1843, Mr. Clay said: 


My opinion that there is no danger hereafter of a high tariff is founded onth 
gratifying fact that our manufactures have now takenadeep root. In their in 
fancy they needed a greater measure of protection, but as they grow and ad- 
vance they acquire strength and stability, and consequently will require less 
protection. Even now some branches of them are able to maintain in distant 
markets successful competition with rival foreign mafkets 





And now, after nearly a century of duties under the various tariff 
laws protective of our manu!iciures against competition with like 
manufactured products from foreign countries to the amount of 10 to 
25 per cent. from 1789 to 1824, and of 30 to 48 per cent. from 1824 to 
1846, and of 25 per cent. from 1846 to 1857, and of 20 per cent. from 
1857 to 1861, and of 40 to 50 per cent. from 1861 to this date, and after 
the lapse of forty-five years from the date of Mr. Clay’s letter to Dr. 
Bronson, we hear the same cry for protective duties to our infant in- | 
dustries. 

Ween will they attain the age of majority—of maturity ? 

When this British system of protective duties was transplanted in | 
this country by Mr. Hamilton we were then an infant ngéion in popu- 
lation and time of separate existence, under a republican-democratic 
government, antagonistic to the other governmental systems of the 
world, burdened with an onerous debt, without financial credit in the 
money centers of the world, with limited sources of revenne, with a 
vast area, with sparse population, and without the essential and neces- 
sary supplies, military or otherwise, to render us independent of other 
nations. We were without railroads, canals, steam-boats, and neces- 
sary transportation facilities for the exchange and the internal com- 
merce among our own people. Our products of agriculture and man- 
ufacture were largely confined to restricted local markets at home. and 
when exported were burdened with heavy duties by the restrictive an‘ 


discriminating policies of foreign nations, and especially our surplus , 


agricultural products, not large in quantity, were, when exported to 
England, heavily taxed by an almost prohibitive duty; and we had but 
few products we could sell to or exchange with foreign countries uj 
equal or fair terms, and were to a large extent dependent on foreign 
nations for many supplies essential to our existence and success in eve! 
of wars. Europe was in a state of almost continual wars, and our new 
nation was liable at any time and upon easy provocation to be drawn 
into a war. 
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| from the foreign markets by the restrictions and prohibitor vs of 
England and other countries. 

Che conditionsand surroundings haveentirely changed. The grounds 
upon which the system was advocated by Hamilton and Clay no longer 
exist. 

In 1790 we were a nation of 3,929,214 people. Now we number over 


| 60,000,000. 


Then we were in our national infancy—babyhood. Now we area 
mature nation one century old. 

Chen our governmental system was an experiment, dissimilar to any 
previously existing system, and the envy ofallothers. Now our system 
sestablished beyond doubt, and has carried us safely and victoriously 





| through the war with Great Britain, then the most powerful nation on 


land and sea, and through the war with our now esteemed and friendly 
neighbor, Mexico, and through our own late civil war, the severest 


ordeal to which our system could possibly be subjected. 


Then we were poor, burdened with debt, without financial credit 
and standing among nations, and with limited sources of revenues. 
Now we are rich in all the elements of true wealth, with financial 





| credit at home and abroad second to no nation on earth, without a 


dollar of debt we can now redeem or pay without a heavy premium, 
and with an overflowing Treasury and sources of revenue we are trying 
to decrease, and with territorial boundaries extending from ocean to 
ocean and from Canada to Mexico, inhabited by an intelligent, progres- 
sive, enterprising, self-reliant, patriotic people. 

Then we were dependent on foreign nations for many essential sup- 
plies necessary to our national existence, even military supplies, and 


without transportation facilities for our surplus products. Now, in 


18-0, we had 253,852 manufacturing establishments with a capital of 
$2,790,272,606, consuming materials of the value of $3,396,825, 549, 
and yielding an aggregate product of the value of $5, 369,579,191; and 
with steam and water power in 1880 equal to the muscular power of 
21,000,000 of men, representing a population of 105,000,000 of people, 
end capable of manufacturing all the supplies of our consumption at 
home, if continuously working on full time, in six months, and mak- 
ing us wholly independent of any foreign nation for essential supplies, 
military or otherwise. And in 1887 we had 148,987 miles of railroad 
in operation, binding together the oceans that wash our shores, and 
extending into the territories of our bordering nations, and running 
gh every State and Territory except Alaska; and bring- 
ing together, excluding Alaska, the farthest parts of our country, in 
point of time, within one week, and affording boundless facilities of 
travel and transportation for our surplus products from State to State 
Chen the only markets for our surplus products were the home local 
markets. Now our markets are simply the powers of consumption of 
our people in every locality in our own country and in all foreign coun 





into and throt 





| tries, and are quickly and easily accessible to our surplus wherever 


produced, 

Then we had no foreign markets for cur surplus agricultural prod 
ucts, because of the restrictive policies of foreign nations. Now the 
markets of the world are open to the competition of our products « 
terms equally as advantageous and liberal 

And yet we are called upon by our Repu 
the protective duties upon the manufactured products of our centu 
old but still infant industries, and to perpetuate their British-Chines« 


policy of restriction, to the exclusion of any healthful competition of 


we offer them. 






jlican friends to increase 


foreign products in our home markets, and secure to our manufacture 
a monopoly of this home market. and thus strengthen the powers of 
their trusts, which Mr. Blaine calls ‘‘ private afl with which the 


consumers have nothing to do 
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An addition of 5 cents per day to the wages of the workingmen of the coun- 
t i furnish a market within our ow: Y al in extent to the | 
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value the surplus agr | products now annually exporte 





Protectionists point to the tariff duties imposed on corn, 2 cents per 


bushel, corn-meal same, on wheat 20 cents per bushel, on flour 20 per 

cent. ad valorem, on beefand pork 1 cent per pound, on hams and bacon | 
2 cents per pound, and on cheese and butter 4 cents per pound’ and on | 
other farm products when imported, to make them believe they, too, 
are protected against the products of pauper labor in foreign countries. 

Our Republican friends say that lands are higher and farm products 
bring a higher price in the vicinity of manufacturing establishments | 
than elsewhere, To some extent and in regard to some products this 
is true, but is not caused by protection. Lands are always higher in 
the vicinity of any locality where any considerable numbers of people 
are aggregated, and not engaged in farming, areconsumers. As in the 
Vicinity of towns and cities and in densely settled districts, regardless | 
of whether such persons are engaged in manufacturing or commercial | 
or other pursuits, and regardless of whether their employmentsare the | 
beneficiaries of protection. 

There are many towns, cities, and communities where lands are | 
higher and farm products bring a higher price than in the more distant | 
surrounding country, and yet where there are no protected industries | 
and no employed consumers in such industries. 

There are many industries in this country, wherein are employed 
thousands of laborers, which do not enjoy any protection and in whose 
vicinity lands are higher and farm products of certain kinds command 
a higher price than elsewhere. Therefore protection can not be the 
cause of such higher prices of lands and for such farm products. 

The whole extent of the so-called home market for farm products is 
the consumption of farm products by those engaged in the protected | 
industries, for whilst so engaged they are consumers and not produ- 
cers of farm products. Now, to what extent does protection benefit | 
the farmers in the prices of their surplus products to these employés 
in the protected industries? Our Republican friends say to the full 
extent such employés consume such products. I deny the assertion, 
for it is merely an assertion. Bear in mind that in this great country, 
among all our people, in all our States and Territories, absolute free 
trade, without any restrictions, burdens, or taxes, is the constitutional 
system and the law of the land, and all our products of the soil which 
will bear transportation are carried upon our railroads and navigable 
waters from ocean to ocean and from Canada to Mexico, and the prices 
are regulated and controlled, not by any local neighborhood, town, 
or city market, but by the prices in our great commercial centers and 
ports of export to foreign markets. And the foreign markets of the 
world absolutely regulate, fix, and determine the prices of all such 
transportable products, not only in such markets, but also throughout 
the length and breadth of our whole country, subject only to the cost 
of such transportation. 

Consequently our farmers derive no benefit whatever in the prices of 
their surplus products susceptible of transportation, in these local mar- | 
kets where employés are aggregated iu protected industries and only 
receive the price of such articles in such localities as regulated and 
fixed by the foreign markets of the whole world. 

Now, as to farm products, which will not bear, or are not susceptible of 
transportation—quickly perishable vegetables and products—the local 
market everywhere—the number of consumers of such articles in each 
locality, determines the price regardless of whether such consumers are 
engaged in protected or unprotected industries, or commercial or other 
pursuits, or mere pleasure seekers at resorts, or students in institutions 
of learning, or Government officials and employés. 

Protection is therefore of no benefit to such producers of perishable 
products in the prices they receive. 

Protection therefore does not and can not affect or increase the prices 
of the surplus products of the farmers; and the so-called home market 
for farm products is a myth, a delusion, and a snare to entrap farm- 
ers into voting for the Republican party. 

Now, as to the extent of the increase of consumers of surplus farm 
products by protection, I say emphatically that a high protective tariff 
as distirfguished or opposed to a revenue tariff has never caused, does 
not now and can not in future cause, any increase in the numbers of 
consumers engaged in manufacturing industries over or above thenum- 
bers who have been or will be employed in such industries under a rev- 
enue tariff. 

But admitting for the sake of argument that all the persons engaged 
in protected manufactures are so engaged because of the high protect- 
ive tariff, and to the extent of their numbers are consumers of surplus 
farm products, are they consumers in such numbers and of such quan? 
tities as to seriously affect the prices of the surplus farm products ? 
Let the facts and figures show. The total population of the United 
States of all ages, sexes, and races in 1880 was 50,155,873, and the total 
number of all persons engaged in both manufacturing and mining in- 
dustries was 3,837,112. Deduct from this number those engaged in 
the unprotected industries of the country, such as carpenters, black- 
smiths, butchers, bakers, ete., and we have not exceeding 2,623,089 
persons, including all ages, sexes, and races engaged in protected in- 
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dustries. As to the whole population they are as 1 in 19, or about 
5.23 per cent. 
In 1880 the total exports of all kinds of products from the United 


| States amounted to $823,946,353. Of this sum the agricultural prod- 
| ucts were $685,867,.737, being 83.24 per cent. of all exports. After 


having exhausted the home market this vast sum of surplus agricult- 
ural products was exported and sold in the foreign markets of th: 
world—in competition with the pauper labor of India, Russia, and all 


| other parts of the world—and the prices in the markets of the world 


regulated and fixed the price not only in such markets, but also in the 
home market. 

Our Republican friends, in their Senate report, as quoted before, say 
that an addition of 5 cents per day to the wages of the workingmen 
of the country would furnish a market for all this surplus of farm 
products so exported. Do they mean to leave the impression that an 
«idition of 5 cents per day to the wages of those engaged in protected 
industries would equal in amount the value of all such exported farm 
products? If they did not mean this, why make such a statement? 
Perhaps they meant that our workingmen do not have sufficient food 


| under a high tariff, and if their wages were increased 5 cents per day 


they could eat that much more. 

I admire their arithmetic. Five cents per day—working days, three 
hundred—would be $15, and, counting 2,623,089 as the employés or 
consumers in protected industries, would amount to $39,346,335—to 
equal the exports of surplus farm products of $685,867,737 in value. 

Suppose, however, that each of the men, women, and children en- 
gaged in protected industries consumed during the year $40 worth ot 
the kind of articles so exported, and this estimate is too high, they 
would only have consumed $104,923,560 worth, or less than one-sixth 
of the value of such exported articles, and such consumption would 
have but little effect. Our Republican friends claim they are protect- 
ing farm products. 

The following statement will show some of the surplus farm prod- 
ucts exported in 1880, and the imports, duties, ete. : 





Articles. Exports. Imports. Duties. 
Cotton, raw..........«. $211, 535, 905 $591,120 | Free. 
CCB vecciee 54, 279,608 | 65, 364 | 10 cents per bushel. 
Wheat... 190, 546, 305 534,475 | 20 cents per bushel, 
RS he cawrenincnepsiiesnens 35, 333, 197 28,532 | 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


{1 cent per pound on beef and 

| pork, 2 cents per pound 

1, 239, 292 } on hams and bacon, and 4 
cents per pound on butter 


Meat products ........ 32, 488, 201 ) / 
’ 
| 
{ and cheese. 


Butter and cheese...) 18, 862, 407 f 


Total value....| 643, 045, 623 


This shows clearly the farce of the so-called home market and the 
protective duties on such products. Farm products have no competi- 
tion worthy the name in the home market with like foreign products. 

3ut farmers compete with the products of the lowest and most de- 
graded pauper labor of the world in the markets of the world, and re- 
ceive for their surplus products both in the home and foreign markets 
the prices established and regulated by such foreign market with such 
competition, and are neither directly nor indirectly the beneficiaries 
of any tariff duties at home, and in some foreign markets even have to 
submit to protective duties imposed on their surplus products exported 
thereto. Farmers can not be benefited by high-tariff taxes. 

To establish these facts beyond the power even of Republican pro- 
tectionists to dispute them, I will present the deliberate statements of 
two distinguished Republican leaders, Senators on this floor, represent- 
ing great agricultural farming constituencies. 

Senator W. B. ALLISON, of Iowa, said in the House on March 24, 
1870: 


The agricultural interest, it will be seen, is much the largest interest in its 
aggregate product, as well as in the number of persons employed. I believe no 
one will claim that this large interest is directly protected. It is true that under 
customs laws there is a small duty upon wheat, barley, oats, and other agri- 
cultural products, but it does not afford any protection to the great wheat and 
grain-producing regions of the country. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wil- 
son}, in discussing this question, stated that the cost of wheat in New England 
is about $1.70 per bushel, while in Illinois, lowa, and Wisconsin the price is 
about 63 cents per bushel. The Canadian wheat is the only wheat that comes in 
competition with our own. Canada being nearer New England than the wheat- 
growing States more than makes up the duty in the reduced cost of transpor- 
tation. 

What is true of wheat is equally true of other grains. Therefore the farmer 
has practically no protection at all, and whatever benefit he derives is from 
what the home market furnishes for home products. Pnfortunately for the 
farmer the market price of wheat is fixed by the price which the surplus 
will bring abroad. or the price of wheat in London or Liverpool. At that mar- 
ket, where the surplus is sold, and which fixes the value of the whole crop, he 
comes in competition with the grain produced in the Crimea, in Hungary, and 
in the region of the Baltic, from fields cultivated by what is known, in compar- 
ison with our own, as pauper labor. 

But I am told we must so legislate as to furnish a home market for all our 
agricultural products, and this can only be done by high tariff. Any one ex- 
amining the subject will see that our agricultural products increase more rap- 
idly than our population, so that if we do not export these products in their 
natural condition we must do so by converting them into manufactured arti- 
cles and export these articles. But this can not be done under a high tariff, for 
all nations will buy manufactured products where they are the cheapest, and the 
nation selling the cheapest will control the market. This rule excludes our 
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Let census and record figures show the enchant 
home market for manufactured products. 

By the Tenth Census the value of manufacturing pr 
369,579,196. Deduct from this the value of material: 
and we have the value of net product, $1,9 
enormous sum of products to be sold in some market. 
sold, and in competition with what other like pre 
total imports into the United States were $667,954, 
301,863 were free of duty, and $459,652,883 were dut 
which duties or taxes to the amount of $186,522,065 were 
Treasury by the consumers of such imports. 
total exports, $823,946, 
cultural products, leaving only $13 
exports, and at the highest estimate not 
tected manufactured products. 


The following stat 


= 


so exported and imported: 


Cotton manufactures 


Tron and steel manufactures. ..... 
Wood and manufactures 


Woolens.. 


Earthen, stone, and china ware 


Deduct the $90,000,000 worth 
home protection from net product $1, 972,755,642, we have $1,88: 
642 of manufactured products sold in our home market 
tage and benefit of high protective duties imposed 
In this net product of manu 
market there are doubtless 
it of protective duties, or in 
350,000,000. an 


products imported. 





joying the be 
these make a 


I 
Ti} 
i 


imports. 
It is no wonder 





of which $685,867, 
078.616 as tl 


iberal allowance of 
532,755,642 as the value of the manufacturec 
home market and hedged around with hig! 


that 


~~ 


’ manufactured 


il 


protect 


enr 


ducts 
~ A 


In t} 


6 


‘ 
i 


7 


ciuct 

































9484 


the delivery of the article from the ship or railroad in our Government 
warehouse, must and does pay the $600 tariff duty before the article can 
he removed, and then delivers such article tosuch purchaser and receives 
from him the totalamount, $1,620, being the factory cost, transportation 
expenses, and duty, and our American citizen purchasing in this way 
pays the tariff duty of $600 as fully as if he himself had imported the 
article and had paid the said three items—$1,000 factory cost, $20 ex- 
penses, and $600 duty—to the three different persons, manufacturer, 
carrier, and collector of customs. 

Suppose, however, that after he has bought this article at a cost of 
$1,620 the selling price in the market falls, or fashions or styles change, 
or financial depression ensue, or he becomes financially embarrassed, 
or for any other cause he is compelled to sell the article at cost, the con- 
sumer still pays the duties. He may be compelled to sell the article 
even at a loss of 10, 20, 30, or 50, or any other per cent., then he is the 
sufferer and the consumer the gainer. He does not deduct the loss from 
the item of $600 tariff duty any more than from the item of $1,000 
factory cost. 

He simply charges his loss to account of loss. This is an incident to 
all transactions of buying and selling all kinds of products, domestic 
and foreign, dutiable and free, and is an exception to the general rule 
of business; and in all such cases of loss the consumer gets the benefit 
of such reduced price. Certainly no one buys tosell again without the 
hope of gain or profit. If mistaken, he must bear the loss. 

The duty is imposed by law upon the specific article when imported, 
not upon the foreign manufacturer, not upon the common carrier of 
such articles, not upon the importer, nor yet upon the seller or the buyer. 
It is imposed by law upon such dutiable imported articles, regardless 
of the persons producing or handling, buying or selling such article 
for the express and avowed purpose of making such article cost more; 
of increasing the cost of such article in our markets by the amount of 
the tariff duty; for the especial benefit and protection, not of the con- 
sumer, nor of the importer, whoever he may be, but of the home manu- 
facturer, and for the further express purpose of making the consumer 
of such foreign article pay this increased additional cost of the tariff 
duty if he will purchase such foreign article in preference to the like 
article manufactured here. If thisbe not the object and purpose of im- 
posing tariff duties upon imported articles, then protection and high tariff 
laws are a humbug, a fraud, a delusion, a will-o’-the-wisp. 

The fact that the consumer of any imported product pays the tariff 
duties thereon in the increased price paid for such article seems so plain, 
so patent, that no one would dispute it. Yet we find the protectionist 
leaders and publications claiming that the foreign manuiacturer pays 
the tariff duties, not the consumer. If this be true, the consumer is 
benefited to the amount of the tariff duties. This conclusion must 
necessarily and logically follow if the claim be true that the foreign 
manufacturer pays the tariff. Practically this claim is that the pro- 
tectionists have devised a mysterious system imposing high tariff duties 
upon imported articles, whereby the foreign manufacturers and ex- 
porters to this country have to pay such duties and then sell such arti- 
cles to our consumers without adding such duties as a part of the 
price. 

There is no mystery about taxes imposed on an imported article. 
The consumer of such article paysit. No arithmetical legerdemain can 
relieve him from its payment. 

Senator EpMunps, in his tariff article in Harper’s Magazine for Feb- 
ruary, 1888, in reply to Mr. Watterson, refers to the policy of England 
in advocating partial free trade, and what she knew, and said, meaning 
England: 

Well understanding the error of the idea that seems to be advanced in Mr. 
Watterson’s article, that it is the consumer who bears the whole burden of im- 
post duties, and well understanding the fact that at least a very heavy propor- 
tion of such imposts is borne by the foreign producer or manufacturer, this last- 
named fact appears to be entirely overlooked by those who advocate great re- 
ductions of customs duties as a benefit to the consumer and asa relief of the 
consumer from taxation. If the profits of the foreign manufacturer or producer 
are essentially diminished by customs duties, and are essentially increased by 
the diminution or abolition thereof, then so far the money obtained from them 
is not by taxation of our own people, but by taxation of the foreigner; and if 
the surplus revenues are to be reduced by the abolition or reduction of the cus- 
toms duties, so far they are reduced not for the benefit of our own people but 
to the benefit of people of other countries who are the exporters of goods to 
our markets, 

He attempts to sustain his position by referring to the removal of 
the duties on coffee and tea, and says no decrease in selling price here 
resulted, and makes comparisons of prices. 

The fallacy of his statement is clearly shown by his illustration of 
the effects of removing duties from coffee and tea, articles not pro- 
duced in this country and not benefited in production here by duties. 

The question is not what effect the removal of duties from an article 
not manufactured or produced in this country may have upon its sell- 
ing price here. 

Protectionists advocate protective duties on articles manufactured 
here, to defend, to protect the home manufacturers against competition 
or too close competition with like articles manufactured abroad, and 
the effects of an increase or reduction of tariff duties must and can 
only be ascertained by confining comparisons to protected articles pro- 
duced here with like articles produced abroad. 
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Senator EDMUNDS says— 

“If” the profits ofthe foreign manufacturer or producer are essentially dimin- 
ished by customs duties and are essentially increased by the diminution or 
abolition thereof, then so far the money obtained from them is not by taxation 
of our own people but by taxation of the foreigner. 

He uses his famous ‘‘if,’’ and does not asse 
true. 

His ‘‘if’’ is based upon the supposition that the demand and supply, 
and consequently the market price paid by the consumer, remain un- 
changed, and disregards competition. 

Take as an example an article of cotton cloth manufactured here and 
in England, the cost of which in England is $950 and here $1,000, and 
the market price—selling price to consumer—is $1,200, There being 
no duty, the English manufacturer receives $250 profit and the home 
manufacturer $200 profit, and the consumer pays $1,200. 

Now, impose a tariff duty of 10 percent. ad valorem on the imported 
article, and you reduce the profit of the foreigner to $155 and leave the 
profit of the American at $200, and consumer pays $1,200 for the ar- 
ticle and is not benefited; but the home manufacturer realizes a rela- 
tively higher profit. 

Now, impose a tariff duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem, or an equiva- 
lent specific duty on the imported article, and you reduce the profit of 
the foreigner to $60 and relatively increase the profit of the American 
manufacturer, and the consumer still pays $1,200 and is not benefited. 

Now, impose 30 per cent. ad valorem duty, and the foreigner suffers 
a loss of $35 and the American receives his same $2U0 profit and has a 
monopoly of the American home market, and the consumer still pays 
the same $1,200, derives no benefit, and is liable to have the $1,200 
market price slightly increased. 

Now, increase the duty to 40 per cent. ad valorem, and the foreigner 
would lose $130, if he still sold at $1,200, and the home manufacturer 
would have an exclusive monopoly of the home market; and even at 
the same price of $1,200 the consumer would still pay the tariff tax and 
would certainly have the market price increased to $1,250 or $1,300. 

Now, reverse the transaction. There is a 40 per cent. duty on the 
foreign article and the home manufacturer has a monopoly, no com- 
petition from abroad, and holds the article at $1,200, or even an in- 
crease, and no duty goes to the Government. Reduce the duty to 
30 per cent. and he still hasa monopoly. Reduce it to 20 per cent. 
and the foreign producer can make a profit of $60 on his product, 
worth at home $950, and begius to export the product to this country, 
and as long as the demand, the consumption, will take all the home 
product and foreign at the $1,200, the home manufacturer keeps on 
his $200 profit, but if the market becomes dull and demand light he 
reduces the price in the home market to $1,140, or his profit to 14 per 
cent., and then the foreigner can make no profit and must retire. And 
in all cases of reduction of duties the consumer receives the benefit, 
either in reduced price of foreign product or reduced price of home 
product, or both, 

The consumer at home, and never the foreigner, pays all tariff duties 
on imported articles, and not only this, but he pays to the home manu- 
facturer for his product profits increased by the amount of the tariff 
duties imposed on like competing imported article, subject only to the 
competition in this country among and between the protected manu- 
facturers. 

When the duty is so high that there is no margin of profit to the 
manufacturer in foreign countries on his products exported to this 
country, you close our ports to the entry of his products, and the duty 
becomes prohibitory and gives the home manufacturers a monopoly 
and the liberty, power, and temptation to form trusts and combina- 
tions, to reduce any competition among themselves, limit the products 
of their factories to the consumptive demand at their own prices, and 
to shut down their factories whenever production exceeds consumption, 
and thus begin a reduction of consumption, which leads to industrial 
depression and to lock-outs of laborers and to want, misery, and suf- 
fering. 

But to establish still more clearly that the consumer pays in the price 
paid for a dutiable imported article the amount of the tariff duty 
thereon with the per cent. of profit generally added, I will quote from 
protectionists whose loyalty to the system can not be doubted. Mr. 
Clay said, in 1832, in speaking of the public debt: 

It is so nearly being totally extinguished that we may now safely inquire 
whether, without prejudice to any established policy, we may not relieve the 
consumption of the country by the repeal or reduction of duties. 

If the consumers of the country did not pay the tariff duties, how 
could their repeal or reduction relieve them ? 

Ex-President John Quincy Adams, when a Representative in the 
House from Massachusetts, on May 23, 1832, submitted to the House 
from the Committee on Manufactures his celebrated report, No. 481, 
in which he discusses fally who pays the tariff duties, and says: 

But the duty upon the article imported from abroad enabled the domestic 
producer to enter into competition with the importer from abroad. So long as 
this competition continues the duty operates as a bounty or premium to the do- 
mestic manufacturer. But by whom is it paid? Certainly by the purchaser of 
the article, whether of foreign or of domestic manufacture. The duty consti- 


tutes a part of the price of the whole mass of the article in the market. It is 
substantially paid upon the article of domestic manufacture as well as upon 
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that of foreign production. Upon oneit is a bounty, upon the other a bu 
and the repeal of the tax must operate as an equivalent reduction of the | 
of the article, whether foreign or domestic. * * * ; 

Che ineidental effect of competition inthe market, excited on the part « ‘ 
domestic manufacturer by the aggravation © of duty upon the « sponding 
ticle imported from abroad to reduce the price of the article, must be trans 
and momentary. The general and permanent effect must be to increase the pr 
of the article tothe extent of the < litional duty, and it is then paid by 
‘ sumer. If it were not so,if the general effect of adding to a duty were to 

ke the price of the article upon which it is levied less, the converse of the 

osition woul . also be true, and the operation for increasing the price of the 
domestic article would be to repeal the duty upon the same article imported 
an experiment wht h the friends of our internal industry will not be desirous 
of making. We can not subscribe, therefore, to the doctrine that the duties of 
impost protective of our own manufactures are paid by the foreign merchant 


or manutacturer 
rhis should be absolutely conclusive. 
PROTECTION TO AMERICAN LABOR 

The burden of the song of protectionists to-day is the alleged prot 
tion of our laboring people against foreign pauper labor. 

Our Republican friends assert that a high protection tariff gives higher 
and better wages to laborers engaged in our manufactures—than they 
would receive under a revenue ee necessarily affords pro- 
tection to the extent and amount of the duties or tarif 
under it. 

The Democratic party denies it. 

The issue is squarely and fairly made. 

The Republican protectionists hold the affirmative, and the Demo- 
cratic party the negative. 

We demand affirmative 
maintain tueir position. 

What do they offer in the way of proof, facts and figures ? 

Mr. Blaine points to the low wages, deprivations, sui 


e proof, facts and figures, of protectionists to 


‘rings, almost 
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taxes imposed | 


starvation, of laborers in England and Europe, and then 1 points ¢ to the | 


happy, prosperous, joyous, and contented condition and high wages of 
American laborers, and warns the American laborers that the proposed 
House bill, reducing the average ad valorem rates of duties from 50.60 
per cent. to 42.77 per cent., a reduction of 7.83 per cent., will reduce 
their wages and lower them toa level with foreign laborers and reduce 
them to a like condition. 

In this he only follows in the footsteps of his distinguished successor 
in the Senate, Senator FRYE, who previously made a tour of Europe, 
and has ever since been depicting to American laborers the fearful con- 
dition of the pauper laborers of Europe, and appealing to them to vote 


for a high protective tariff to prevent being reduced to a similar con- | 


dition. 

They say that this proposed reduction of the tariff duties will cause 
many American manufacturers to close, and thus throw out of employ- 
ment their laborers, or will force these manufacturers to reduce the 
wages of labor in order to maintain competition with rival establish- 
ments in foreign countries employing so-called pauper labor. In sup- 
port of their first point, that wages are higher in this country than in 
England, Europe, or any other country, they present many tables of 
figures, comparing the daily, weekly, monthly, and yearly wages in 
this country with the wages for like employment in England, Europe, 
and other foreign countries, and showing higher wig s here than in 
those countries. In reply wesay with the greatest pleasure and pride 
yes, wages in dollars and cents in this country as compat dl with wages 
in foreign countries by the day, week, month, or year are cher, and 
we intend they shall remain so, if our wise and just policy shall prevail. 

But our Republican friends say the high tariff, the high taxes they 





y 


have imposed upon foreign pro: lucts, causes and produces these higher | 


wages in this country, and must be maintained to keep the wages up 
to their present rate. This we most emphatically deny, and demand 
the proofs that high tariff taxes have either caused or will maintain 
higher wages here than in foreign countries. Now. what proof do they 
offer? They ‘all back upon the one only simple fact, which we gladly 
admit, that wages are higher here than in foreign countries. The fact 
of higher wages here we admit. The assumption, the assertion, that 
protection causes these higher wages we deny in tolo. In order to ex- 
pose the glaring fallacy of this mere assertion, let us apply to this one 
fact and one false assertion the principles of logic. 

sefore doing this let me state unquestioned facts, which every in- 
telligent American voter must know, that England is called a free- 
trade country, and that Russia, Germany, France, Italy, Austria-Hun- 
gary, Spain, and other European countries have high protective tariff 
duties on products imported, just as this country has to-day, and that 
wages, by the day, week, month, or year, compared in dollars and 
cents, are higher in England than in any other country except the 
United States, and are higher in Francg than in any other continenta 
country, and are higher in Germany than in eee Spain, or It ily, 
and that these countries, Spain, France, Italy, Germany, and Austria, 
are adjoining and contiguous countries, with lines of division an: ; sepa- 
ration such as mark the boundaries of our respective States, with rail- 


roads and transportation routes connecting and running intoand through 
them respectively as in our adjoining States. They are, however, sepa- 
rate and independent nations with different languages. 

Now, our Republican friends reason thus: Wages are higher in the 


United States than in any other country. 


The United States have a 
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high protective tariff, therefore the high protective tariff causes higher 
wages and must be maintaine The major premise we admit, the 
minor premise we admit, but the conclusion is false 

Now, apply the same logic to other countri Wages are lower in 
Italy than any other European country Italy has a high protective 
tariff, therefore a high protective tariff causes lower wages in Italy and 
must be maintained to keep them lowe! 

(gain, wages are lower in Germany than in En id. Germany has 
a high protective tariff, therefore a high protective tariff causes such 
1iower wages 

Again, wages are higher in France than in Germany. France has a 


high tariff, therefore the high tariff causes the higher wages. Wages 


are lower in Germany than in France. Germany hasahi gh p rotective 
tariff, therefore this high tariff causes the lower wages Wages are 


higher in the United States than in Germany, France, and Italy, and 
all four countries have high tariffs; therefore, if the high tariff in this 
country causes the higher wages here, then the same high tariff in each 
of those countries must cause the lower wages there. 
Wags s are higher in England than in Europe 


England has free 


trac therefore free trade causes the higher wage 
7 ‘bomen wages are higher in this country thau in England, the 
high tariff here causes such higher wages; then, because wages are higher 


in E nolend than Europe, free trade there must cause the higher wages. 

Canada and Mexico, our adjoining countries, each have high tariffs 
and lower wages than in this country If the high tariff here cause 
the higher waves, then the high tariff in Canada and Mexico must 
cause the lower wages there 

In all these cases the major and minor premises are true, but in e ach 
the conclusion must be false r} ie substantial cause in such ad- 
joining countries can not pe emibly | pre ch diametrically opposite 
effects. 

Theconel ani nis irresistible that 


duce su 


a high tariff, high protective duties, 


can not and do not in this or any other country increase the rate of 
waces, 
But to further expose the fallacy, the falsity of this assumption— 


mere assertion—that protection, high tarif 
pare the rates of wages in this country in t 
in different locali ope ke dey same State 

Hon. Carroll D. right, Commissioner of Labor. in his first annual 
report, for 1886 sae by numerous tables ‘‘ the variation in the rates 
of wages’’ in the different Stats id different localities of the same 
State, and says 


f taxes, increase wages, com- 
different States, and even 





\ casual examination of these summaries will show that any attempt to prove 


in American rate of wag There is no such 


asan American rate of wages 


S must ne« y res n failure 


The following are examples of the variation in the rates of wages in 
ame kind of work in manufactures it ferent States and in different 
localities in same State 


In agricultural imp! 





] 


ements the average rates of daily wages for males 
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were for ‘‘molders,’’ in Illinois, $3.13; in Indiana, $1.65; in Penn- 
svylvania, $1.80; and in Ohio, $2.51. For painters, $2.09 in Illinois, 
$1.72 in Indiana, $1.50 in Maine, and $2.50 in Pennsylvania, 

In cotton goods, for ‘‘carders,’’ 85 cents in Delaware, 71 cents in 


Maryland, $1.26 in Massachusetts, 96 cents in New Hampshire, and 
$1.20 in New York; for ‘‘engineers,’’ $2.50 in Connecticut, $1.50 in 
Georgia, $2.04 in Massachusetts, $2 in New Jersey, $2.43 in Pennsy!l- 


vania, and $4.33 in Vermont; for ‘*‘ machinists,’’ $1.50 in Connecticnt, 
$1.83 in Maine, $2.13 in Maryland, $1.47 in Massachusetts, $2.35 in 
New Jersey, $1.94 in New York, and $2 in North Carolina; and for 


overseers,’’ in Connecticut $2.57, in Georgia $3.43, in Massachusetts 

2.85, in New Hampshire $4.15, and in New York $2.56. 

In ‘‘metals and metallie goods,’’ for ‘‘ puddlers,’’ 
in Illinois $4, in New York $2.84 Pennsylvania 
Virginia $2.75. 

In ‘* print works,”’ for ‘‘engravers,’’ in New Hat 
Jersey $2, and in Pennsylvania $3.35 

In ‘‘ woolen gocds,’’ for *‘ eardeis,’’ in California $1.75, in Vermont 
$1, in Pennsylvania $2.65, and in New 


in Delaware $2.50, 
>.47, and in West 


npshire$ 


: York $1.08: for ‘‘dyers,’’ in 


California $1.87, in Delaware $3, in Maine $1.44, in Massachusetts 


$1.12, in New Jersey $1, and in renment $1.02: for ‘‘finishers,’’ in 
Connecticut 98 cents, in Ma usetts 99 cents, in New Jersey 7 
cents, in New York $1.25, di in Mi ssouri $2; for ‘‘ weavers,’’ in Del 





iware $1.71, in New Jersey $1, in 
$1.50, and in Massachusetts $1.22. 

In different localities in some States—in Ohio in agricultural im- 
plements stablishment $2.50, in 
ind such like variations exist in 
These variations in the prices for thesame kind of work 
exist in foreign countries and in different localities in the same coun- 
try in about the same degree as in the different States in this country 
and in different localities in the same State, and they also exist in all 
the industries, protected and unprotected, here and elsewhere, and the 
rates of wages here in the unprotected industries are relatively as mach 
higher than in foreign countries as the rates in the protected industries 
are. Therefore protection can not regulate or increase wages. How 


New York $1.08, in New H npshire 


‘plows,’’ for blacksmiths, in one 
another $2, and in another, $1.75 


other States. 
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of the differences in wages in different States and differ- 
if the tariff duties regulate or in- 


ean these facts 
ent localities inthe same State exist 
crease wages ? 

Absolute free trade, without restrictions, taxes, or burdens of any 
kind between all the States and Territories of our great country and 
among all our 60,000,000 of people is the constitutional policy, and 
exists while the same tariff duties are uniform in every State. Can 
the same cause operating uniformly everywhere in this country pro- 
duce such widely different effects or results? 
ble. 

This assertion—mere assumption—that protection is specially for 
the benefit of the laborers, wage-workers, of this country, and not for 
the benefit and enrichment of manufacturers, is now the main reliance 
of protectionists, our Republican friends, to maintain the high tariff 
duties. Hence the frantie efforts to make the voters, the toiling la- 
borers, believe and assent to this assertion. This is comparatively a 
hew & 
duties 

rhe protective system, high tariff duties, this exotic system, formed 
and fashioned in imitation of the restrictive, prohibitory systems of 
foreign nations, practiced by the Celestial Empire and by Great Brit- 
ain before our nation was born, when civilization and humane efforts 
for the amelioration of the masses were struggling with barbarism and 
feudalism, and it was thought to be necessary to shelter and hedge 
around every industry with the strictest laws, was not transplanted and 


established and maintained here to regulate or increase the wages of | 


the employ¢s engaged therein, and had no such object in view. On the 
contrary, it was established for the express purpose of encouraging and 
protecting manufactures, such manufactories as would tend to render 
us independent of foreign nations for essential, particularly military, 
supplies, and of insuring to manufacturers remunerative protits for their 
investments of capital, and was never intended to be perpetual, but 
only temporary, as I have already shown, and the fact was admitted 
and recognized that the tendency would be the reduction of the then 
existing higher wages in this country to the standard rates in foreign 
countries. 

What are the proofs of these statements? In the tariff law of July 
4, 1789, to which protectionists so often refer, the preamble recited: 


Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, for the discharge 
of the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and protection of 
manufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandises imported. 


And not a word or syllable can be found in that law looking to the 
protection of American labor or increasing wages. 

On January 15, 1790, the House of Representatives, in the Second 
Congress, ordered the Secretary of the Treasury, Alexander Hamilton— 
to prepare and report a proper plan or plans for the encouragement and pro- 
motion of such manufactories as will tend to make the United States independ- 
ent of other nations for essential, particularly for military, supplies. 

Not a word or syllable can be found in this order about any plan for 
protecting American labor or increasing wages. ‘The Secretary, Mr. 
Hamilton, submitted his report on manufactures, from which I have 
quoted so largely, and said not a word about protecting American labor 
against the cheaper or pauper labor of all foreign countries, or increas- 
ing the wages of American laborers; but, on the contrary, expressly 
enumerated as the fourth principal reason, which would make manu- 
facturing establishments beneficial to the country, ‘‘ the promoting of 
emigration from foreign countries,’’ which was to be the panacea for 
the ‘‘ scarcity of hands and the dearness of labor.’’ 

He admitted the fact, then and ever since existing, that wages were 
higher in this country than in any other, and affirmed that— 
in respect to hands for carrying on manufactures we shall in a great measure 
trade upon a foreign stock. 

Import our manufacturing laborers or employés, reserve our own la- 
borers for other pursuits, and thus, by increasing the numbers of those 
seeking employment, lessen the scarcity of hands and necessarily re- 
duce the wages. 

He admitted that protecting duties— 
evidently amount to a virtual bounty on the domestic 

And— 
by enhancing the charges on foreign articles they enable the national manu- 
facturers to underseil all their foreign competitors ; 

And— 
wear a beneficent aspect toward the manufacturers of the country ; 

And that— 
as often as a duty upon a foreign article makes an addition to its price, it causes 
an extra expense to the community for the benefit of the domestic manufact- 
urer, 

It is thus clear that the acknowledged father of this British-Chinese 
protective system urged its establishment and maintenance, not for the 
purpose of protecting American labor or increasing wages, then, as now, 
higher in this country than any other, but for the encouragement and 
protection of the manufacturers and to insure to them remunerative 
profits. 

Mr. Clay, the successor of Mr. Hamilton, in defending and main- 
taining this protective anti-American system, never urged it for the 
purpose of protecting American labor or increasing wages. On the 


: fabrics; 
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It is absolutely impossi- 





ubterfuge, a dernier ressort of those who advocate high protective | 





contrary, when warned of the results of the high protective system: of 
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Great Britain in producing lower wages, pauperism, and vice, and that 
the same results might follow the transplanting and maintaining of 
this British system in America, he replied that— 

Pauperism is in general the effect of an overflowing population. 
ures have undoubtedly produced a redundant population. 

And that while our waste lands existed they were a security against 
the abuses of the manufacturing system and the effects of too great a 
density of population, and would draw off the redundancy, but were— 

An impediment in the opinion of some tothe success of manufacturing indus- 
try by its tendency to prevent the reduction of the wages of labor. 

He urged that— 


The abundance of capital, * * * the reduction of the wages of labor, and 
the decline in the price of property of every kind, as well as that of agricultural 


Manufact- 


| produce, all concur favorably for domestic manufactures. 


He contended that relatively wages were not so much higher here 
than in England, as was claimed. 

The facts, therefore, are that wages were higher in this country before 
any tariff law was enacted than in any other country, and have ever 
since remained so, and that this British system of high protective 
duties was advocated for the benefit of manufacturers, and to promote 
emigration from foreign countries to compete here with our American 
labor, to increase the numbers seeking employment, increase the com- 
petition, and reduce the wages. 

This has ever since been the policy of protectionists—to import the 
hands to carry on manufactures, to trade upon a foreign stock. 

The conclusive evidence of this is found in the enactment of the law 
of July 4, 1864, entitled ‘‘An act to encourage immigration ’’ (volume 
13, United States Statutes at Large, pages 385, 386, 387). 

This law appropriated $25,000 to carry its provisions into effect and 
authorized the appointment by the President of a Commissioner of 
Immigration with $2,500 salary, and section 2 provided: 

That all contracts that shall be made by emigrants to the United States in for- 
eign countries, in conformity to regulations that may be established by the 
said commissioner, whereby emigrants shall pledge the wages of their labor 
for a term not exceeding twelve months, to pay the expenses of their emigra- 
tion, shall be held to be valid in law, and may be enforced in the courts of the 


United States or of the several States and Territories, and such advances, if so 
stipulated in the contract and the contract be recorded in the recorder’s office in 


| the county where the emigrant shall settle, shall operate as a lien upon any land 


thereafter acquired by the emigrant, whether under the homestead law when 
the title is consummated or on vroperty otherwise acquired until liquidated by 
the emigrant. 


It was provided in section 3, as follows: 
That no person shall be qualified to fill any office under this act who shall be 
directly or indirectly interested in any corporation having lands for sale to im- 


migrants, or in the carrying or transportation of immigrants either from foreign 
countries to the United States and its Territories or to any part thereof. 


This clearly shows that these contract laborers to be imported were 


| not intended to develop the West or for the agricultural interest, but 


for the manufacturing interests. This law was not for the protection 
of American laborers or the increase of their wages, but was in strict 
accord with the policy of protectionists from the days of Hamilton. 
To establish my position still more conclusively, I quote from the 
speech of Hon. John F. Miller, now deceased, and late United States 
Senator from California, in the Senate on the 28th day of February, 1882: 


The average American manufacturer is interested generally in two things, 
namely, the highest protective tariff and the cheapestlabor. * * * Itis not 
difficult to perceive the origin of that political economy which suggests high 
protective tariff and at the same time advocates the admission of servile labor- 
ers into this country without limit. Itmeans high prices for the products of 
manufacture and low prices for the labor which produces them ; the aggran- 
dizement of capital and the debasement of labor; greater wealth to the wealthy 
and greater poverty tothe poor. 


I also quote from speech of Senator JouN P. JongEs, of Nevada, now 
a member of Senate Finance Committee, made on the 9th day of March, 
1882, in the Senate: 

I have noticed, Mr, President, that most of those whoare in favor of the largest 
liberty being extended to the Chinese immigrant to this country are also in 
favor of a tariff—a tariff which has been urged as necessary to protect the 
American laborer from the degradation of competition with the pauper labor of 
Europe, as it is usually termed. In reality, if we may judge of their motives by 
the action of the men who are now advocating a tariff, it was not the American 
laborer they wished to protect against the pauper labor of Europe, but it was 
the American capitalist,the lordly manufacturer, that they wished to protect 
against the free competition of the capitalist of Europe. Our capitalist manu- 
facturer wanted a larger interest on his money than the capitalist of Europe 
was willing to accept, and he was given the benefit of a tariff. 

Let us see how that tariff works, It works in this wise, that everything tha‘. 
the capitalist manufacturer has to sell he sells in a protected market, he sells ip 
a market in which foreign capitalists can not compete with him. 

How is it with what he has to buy? For the principal article he has to buy— 
to wit, the labor of men—he demands free trade in the broadest sense, not only 
free trade in bringing in laborers of our own race who can soon accommodate 
themselves to our conditions of life, but the bringing in a class of laborers who 
have been inured to poverty by thousands of years of training. The capitalist 
asks - broadest free trade for qpat, his own market in any event being pro- 
tected. 

Now, how is it with the laborer? Everything he wants to buy he has to buy 
from is capitalist master in a protected market; everything he has to sell, to 
wit, his labor (and, unlike the capitalist, he can not hold it away from sale ; 
unlike the capitalist, he can not wait for better times, or travel here and there 
where he pleases to sell it, but he must sell it every day), he must sell in the 
openest market in the world. This is the thtory in favor of the laborer that the 
gentieman (Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts] propounds tous. We reject it, and 
by this bill propose to bar out this degrading, this shocking competition with 
our own people. And yet he tells us we are striking a blow at labor, that we 
are proposing to inflict injury on the laborers of our country. 

xh! sir, when the artisans and laborers of this country shall be made to un- 
derstand that they are subjected to free trade in labor they will demand as one 
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work, to displace American labor, and reduce wags 
These facts speak for themselves and show how 


tectionists have carried out the policy of thei 








American labor by the ‘* promoting of emign nf 
tries’’ and the importation of laborers from a t ¢ 
civilized and uncivilized, and placing them in their 


compete with American laborers and reduce their w 
One thing alone—our immense area of unsettled pu 

thus far saved us from an overflowing population in ou 

centers and the inevitable results, reduction of wages, 


vice. The proof ofthis statement is found in the report « 
factures by Edward Atkinson in the Tenth Census, wh 


During the last thirty years the factory population of New E 


through three phases. First came the sons and dat 
farmer; but as the sewing-machine and other inver 





for women’s work, women of American birth passed out to eas 


employments, while the men took up other branches requir 
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As in the purchase of materials and the sales of the products of the 
labor and materials, so in the purchase of the labor of the employés, 
the demand and supply, the number of employers, and the number of 
those seeking employment, to a very great extent regulate and con- 
trol the rates of wages, the selling price of labor—the only product the 
laboring man has to se!!—and sell this labor he must or suffer for the 
necessaries of life. He can not store it away and await an increase of 
the rates of wages. If there be only one laborer and one employer the 
laborer can secure a fair price or rate of wages. If there be one laborer 
and two employers the laborer can secure a higher rate of wages. If 
there be two Jaborers and only one employer he secures the laborer at 
thelowerrates. If there be five, ten, or more laborers to one employer 
in the labor market such employer can almost dictate his own terms or 
rate of wages; while if there be five, ten, or more employers to one la- 
borer he can almost dictate the rate of wages. 

Protection therefore has absolutely nothing to do with the ability of 
the protected manufacturer to pay the present or increased rate of 
wages, and is of no possible benefit to the laborer. 

All the prophecies of protectionists of dire disasters to the manufact- 
uring establishments and of reduction of wages to follow the passage of 
the House bill are without foundation. The duties remaining on im- 
ported articlesof the same kind manufactured here will, as an incident 
to the revenues they yield to the Treasury, be amply and more than 
sufficient to enable every healthful, legitimate manufacturing estab- 
lishment to continue and to prosper and to pay the present and even 
an increased rate of wages, and not one will be closed by the passage 
of that bill that will not be closed if the bill never passes. 

To show still more conclusively that the high tariff taxes—protec- 
tion—do not regulate or increase wages, I submit the following state- 
ment, compiled from the Tenth Census, showing the value of various 
manufactured products, the labor cost, the percentage of labor cost, 
the existing ad valorem high tariff, and the rate proposed in the House 
bill: 


CONGRESSION A 


| Tariff rate 





. Value [ Percentage, Present | )~- 
Industries, | of product. Labor cost. paid labor. | tariff rate. | by —— 
| . 
Per cent. Per cent. 
Carpets.............-..../ $31,792,802 | $6,835,218 21.5 47 | 30 
Cotton goods......... 210, 950, 383 | 45,614, 419 21.6 50 | 40 
Bolts, nuts, ete ...... 10, 073,330 | 1,981,300 19.7 59 | 35 
Nails and spikes.. 5,629,240 | 1,255,171 | 22.3 43 34 
Iron pipe, | | 
wrought............. |} 13,292,162 | 1,788, 258 13.5 70 35 

Oil, castor............. 653, 900 44,714 j 104 | 97 | 
Oil, linseed. 15, 393, 812 681, 677 54 | 21 
Screws ....... e 2, 184, 532 456, 542 | oo 
Woo! hats.............. | 8,516,569 | 1,893,215 4 10) 
Woolen goods .... 160, 606,721 | 25, 836, 392 16.1 70 | 10 
Worsted goeds......) 33,549,942 | 5,683,027 16.9 68 | 10 | 

| 


not even one-half of the tariff tax—than the amount of the proteetion 
secured to the product by this tax. And the rates of wages do not vary 


in different industries in proportion to the rate of tariff tax or protec- | 


tion afforded in each. 


Our Republican friends claim and assert that protection—high tariff 


taxes—makes the wages of labor high and the prices of their products 


to the consumers low, and therefore, in the interest and for the benefit | 


of the laborers and consumers, must be perpetuated. This is a pleas- 
ing claim, an attractive assertion, and very misleading and false. Ana- 
lyze it and see the assertion as it really is. 
words, is that high tariff taxes make the rates of wages higher and the 
prices of products lower than they would be under a revenue tariff or 
without a high tariff; in other words, high tariff taxes compel manu- 
facturers to pay out more money and to increase their expenses, and to 
take in less money and to decrease their revenues; and therefore the 
manufacturers will be ruined, unless these high tariff taxes, which so 
compel them to pay out more money, increase their expenses, and to 
take in less money, decrease their revenues, are perpetuated. 

They appeal, in that way they have so long found effective, to Con- 
gress to enact laws not merely maintaining, but largely increasing, 
the present war-tariff taxes on all imported products which compete 
with their products in the blessed home market, and blandly claim 
that such laws are not for their own benefit, profit, or enrichment, but 
especially for the benefit of the laborers, American labor, and of the 
consumers of both the imported and home-manufactured products, 
and when their claim is denied then they assert vigorously that such 
laws wili so operate as to compel the foreign manufacturers and not the 
consumers of such imported articles to pay such high taxes, and to 
compel them to pay higher rates of wages to the laborers, and to sell 
their manufactures at lower prices, to pay out more money, and to 
take in less money than they could or would without such high tariff 
taxes, or with a revenue tariff. The falsity and the absurdity of their 
claims are thus made apparent. 

They receive all the proceeds of thesales of theirmanufactures. Why 
do they not pay such higher wages to their laborers and sell their prod- 
ucts to the consumers at lower prices without any law to compel them 
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The laborers in all these employments receive much less for labor— | 


The assertion, in other | 
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todoso? They can if they will, and no such laws are necessary to 
make them, and i* they were they would be useless and inoperative 
and could not henefit laborers. Labor would still be bought in the 
market, laborers would still be hired at the lowest rates of wages at 
which obtainable in the free market. 

High tariff taxes, protection to manufactures, can not and do not 
regulate or increase wages. This must be apparent from the facts I have 
presented. 

Rut, Mr. President, instead of regulating or increasing rates of wages, 
high tariff taxes—protection to manufactures—tend to dewease, to lessen 
the rates of wages. They give the manufacturers a monopoly of the 
home market, but restrict them, by the taxes on many products used 
in their factories, from any serious efforts to secure markets in foreign 
countries. 

As I have shown, the steam and water power in our industrial es- 
tablishments is capable of turning out manufactures far beyond the 
possible consumption of such articles by ourhome market. And being 
restricted from the foreign markets upon equal terms with competitors 
the manufacturers must either sell at greatly reduced prices or stop 
production or reduce wages. They have had from 1880 to 1886, both 
inclusive, high tariff taxes. The results are that during this period 
there were 22,304 establishments involved in strikes, and 1,323,203 
employé¢s striking or involved in such strikes, and of this last number 
1,020,156 employés originated the strikes. ‘The employés before the 


| strikes numbered 1,660,835, and after the strikes only 1,635,047, leav- 


ing 25,788 employés to seek labor elsewhere. There were 103,038 new 
employés engaged after the strikes, of whom 37,483 were brought from 
other places. 

Strikes for increase of wages occurred in 9,439 establishments, against 
reduction of wages in 1,734, for reduction of hours of labor in 4,344, 
for increase of wages and reduction of hours of labor in 1,69:2, and for 
reduction of hours and against being compelled to beard with employer 
in 800. During same period there were lock-outs in 2,214 establish- 
ments, involving 175,270 employés, of which 1,753, or 79.18 per cent., 
were ordered by combinations of managers. 

TRUSTS, 

In the great manufacturing States of New York, Pennsylvania, Mas- 
sachusetts, Ohio, and Illinois the number of establishments in such 
States involved in strikes was 74.84 per cent. of all the establishments 
so involved in the whole country, and the number of lock-outs in such 
States was 89.48 per cent. of all lock-outs. 

These five States, by the census of 1880, contained 49 per cent. of all 
the manufacturing establishments of the country. 

Why this great strife and contention about rates of wages and these 
lock-outs by combinations of managers if high tariff taxes—protection— 
regulate or increase wages ? 

The figures I have given are taken from the third annual report of 
Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor. He also gives from 
the best obtainable data the estimated losses, and says: 

The loss to the strikers as given in these tables for the period involved was 
$51,814,723. The loss to employés through lock-outs for the same period was 
$8,157,717, or a total wage loss to cmployés of $59,972,440. 

Verily high tariff taxes affect wages, but to decrease, not increase. 

REASONS FOR TIIGHER WAGES IN UNITED STATES, 

Why are the rates of wages in dollars and cents, by the day, week, 
month, or year, higher in the United States than elsewhere, if high 
tariff taxes—protection—-do not regulate or increase, but decrease or 
lessen them? 

Mr. President, it would requirea volume to show fully all the causes 
operating in this great country to make wages higher than in any other, 
and I can only briefly name some of these many causes. 

First. Our democratic-republican system of governments, national 
and State, guarantying to every citizen, by written constitutions, civil, 
religious, and political liberty, perfect equality before the law, in the 
enjoyment of life and its protection, of property and its acquisition and 
disposition, and of labor and its fruits, and in the freedom to choose 
avocations in life and to attain the positions of honor, profit, trust, and 
distinction, from the humblest to the highest, in national and State 
governments, in civil and professional pursuits, and securing to the 
citizens of each State all privileges and immunities of citizens in the 
several States, and the perfect liberty to go and come at pleasure 
throughout all our territorial limits. 

Second. The absolute freedom of trade and commerce between all 
our States and Territories and among all our citizens without any re- 
strictions or impediments. 

Third. Our immense public domain and territorial limits, extending 
from ocean to ocean, and through so many degrees of latitude, with 
such varieties of climate and soil and products, affording cheap homes 
to al who will choose them, and facilities to all to engage in so many 
diversified labors and pursuits, and to change from one to another 
without serious loss. 

Fourth. Our systems of public, common, and purely secular schools, 
open and accessible to the children of all, the rich and the poor alike, 
wherein mingle on terms of equality the children of all our citizens, 
without rank. caste. or class distinction, and all can e}tain such edu- 
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Fifth. Our higher ed t il 2 universities, colleges 
emies, theological " eal, technical, and other special t 
tions, open and accessibl to all upon easy and comparatively eap 
t is, wherein t ried at ients for the divers iy 
life can be equl ed. 

Sixth. The opportunities for safely investing any plus of ea 
and securing its safe ty and increase, which induce th t of sav 
such surplus among all who are laudably ambitious to bet t 
dition and improve their social surroundings and positions 

seventh. The absence of a large standing army and freedom fron 
onerous burdens, its blood tax, and compulsory service in i 

Kighth. Our encouragement of the inventions of new and nov\ 
devices by our liberal system of patent la granting an exclus 
monopoly of the right to inventors for a given term of years to us a 


make and sell such devices and the patent-rights thereto, which 
led to so many useful mechanical and other 
creasing the powers of production beyond the power of the muscu 
Jabor of our entire population by utilizing and appropriatir 
bined powers of coal, steam, electricity, and machinery in production 

Ninth. The versatility, quickness, and power of our citizens to adopt 
the easiest and quickest means to accomplish the best ends, the larges 
results. 1 





inventions wonderfully in- 





That our citizens, native and foreign, have acquired, and very 
quickly acquire after becoming adopted these last advantages, can not 
be disputed, and these advantages result largely from the causes | 


have named which make our wages hi | 








gher than in other countri¢ 
But the rate of wages of labor must not be measured by the 


dollars 


and cents paid therefor by the day, week, or month, but by its efli- 
ciency, its productive power, the cost of its product 
One man working by the day at $1 may cut and split 75 fence ls, 


another at same price 100) rails, another 125, another 150. Their daily 
wages are the same to the employer, but the cost of the product to the 
employer is very different. In the first case the rails cost 
cents, in the second 1 cent each, in the third tour-fifths of 1 cent, and in 
the fourth two-thirds of a cent, or j -halt 
the first hand; and measured by efficiency, productive 
production, the fourth laborer was worth two laborers of the first 
This example only illustrates in a simple manner the rea 
laborers to the purchaser, the employer. Any farmer having tir 
to be made into rails and seeking to purchase or hire the labor t 
make the rails could and would, if he knew the efficiency of the 
and last named laborers, give the last $1.50 per day in preference to 
the first at $1 per day. Soit is in all kinds of labor, skilled and un 
skilled. Measured by the value of labor to its purchaser or employe 
by its efficiency, its productive power, and the cost of its product to 
the employer, the rates of wages in this country by the day, week, or 
month are no higher to the employer, the manufacturer, than in ot 
countries where much lower rates prevail. 

Hon. Carroll D. Wright, in his sixteenth annual 
the bureau of statistics of labor in Massachusetts, 





of the amount paid t 





nower, Cost 


report as chiei ol 
Says 

We venture the suggestion, however, that it is the sum of wag 
rate which constitutes the true money standard of cost of labor, and we carry 
this suggestion to ifs logical outcome in the following proposition ; Im propo 
tion as capital, through machinery, becomes more effective, the relat 


ber of laborers is decreased in proportion to product, the rate of wages is 
creased, and the sum of wages is reduced; that is, lower cost is compassed by 
higher wages, 

It is a settled fact, in my judgment, that can not be gainsaid, that 
high wages to the laborer are cheap wages to the employer or pur- 
chaser, higher wages cheaper wages, and the highest the cheap« 
wages. And low wages to the laborer are dear wages to the employer, 
lower wages dearer wages, and lowest wages dearest wages. And that 
the product of the highest paid labor to the employer, the manufact 
urer, is the cheapest. And while he pays such high rates of wag 
he secures a cheaper and better product, which he can sell in the mar- 
ket at a greater profit; therefore our high wages are not the result o! 
protection, high tariff taxes, but of the efficiency, the prodactive powe1 
of the laborer and the low cost of itg production. That our American 
labor is more efficient and productive than labor in other countries I 
will prove by protectionist authorities. Hon. WILLIAM M. Evarts, 
when Secretary of State, in his report to Congress om the state of labor 
in Europe, submitted May 17, 1879, said: 

The average American workman performs from one and one-half to twice as 
much work in a given time as theaverage European work 
portant a point in connection with our ability to compete with 
manufactures of Europe, and it seems at first thought so strange, that 
trouble you with somewhat lengthy quotations from the 
thereof, 
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the cheap 
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Hon. James G. Blaine, while Secretary of State, in his letter of June 
25, 1881, submitting to Congress his report called ‘‘ Cotton-goods trade 
of the world and the share of the United States therein,’’ No. 12 Con- 
sular Reports, said: 

The wages of spinners and weavers in Lancashire and in Massa 
cording to the foregoing stateme , were as follows, per week 

Spinners: English, $7.20 to $8 40 (master spinners runn r 
American, $7.07 to $10.30. 


husetis, a 
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Weavers: English, $3.84 to $8.64, subject, at the date on which these rates were 
given, to a reduction of 10 per cent. ; .American, $4.82 to $8.73 
The average wages of employés in the Massachusetts mills is as follows, ac- 
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on imports, is to ches spe n the prices of the home products to consumers, 
and ther results in benefit to them. ‘This is a fallacious and mis- 
leading argument, an d assumes that because a certain fact exists—that 
is, the reduced sell rices of all manufactured products in this coun- 
tr therefore prote n, high taxes on imports, has causedit. In other | 
words, the prices of manufactured products in the United ae Ne e | 
greatly falle The United States have a high tax on imports—a pr 
tective system. ‘Therefore protection has caus ed the fall in the otloats 
Test it by Ex 1. The prices of manufactures have greatly fallen in 
I 4 und. 

ingland has free trade 





fore free trade has caused the fall in pricé If protection has 
caused the fall in prices here, the noun illy must free trade have caused 
the fallin England. High tariff taxes—protection—have had nothing 


whatever to do in causing the fallin prices of manufactures here or 
elsewhere. Prices of all kinds of manufactured products, protected 


and unprotected just alike, in the United States and in all the coun- 


tries of the world accessible and open to commerce, to trade, have 
very greatly fallen. The fall has not been in the United States alone. 


The cause of such fall in pricesis apparent. It hasbeen the efficiency, 
the increased efficiency and productive power of human labor, aided by 
and intelligently and skillfully controlling and directing the powers of 
coal, steam, electricity, and machinery. Each man with such aids ot 
power and machinery performs a vastly increased amount of work, can 
raise more wheat, corn, and farm products; can make more boots, 
shoes, hats, coats, ll other articles of all kinds and classes, 


pants, and all 
and the cost of su icles is much less, and consequently the prices 





much lower. 

rhe efficiency of labor and its increased productive power have had 
the same effects, have produced the same results in all industrial pur- 
uits regardless of tariffs 


How can high tariff taxes imposed on imported products, the articles 
themselves, and added to and becoming an integral, inseparable part 
of the total cost of such articles thereafter, regardless of the persons 
who may import, sell, or resell them, make similar articles manufact- 
ured here prices? The claim is farcical. 

The tariff duty imposed on an imported article is paid into the Treas- 
ury before it can be taken out of the Government warehouse, and there- 
after forms a part of the — — of such article 

The manufacturer here adds to the selling price of his product an 
amount which will make such price just a little less than the selling 
price of the import, and the purchaser of such article pays such amount 
so added in the price he pays and the manufacturer puts such amount 
into his pocke t 

If he does not 
What 


But our friends say: 


ll a# x . 
sell at lower 


do this, then of what fit is protection to him? 
is the object of prot ection? If it fail, then protection is a failure. 
‘Look at this article and at that article, they are 
actually selling in the home market for less than the amount of the 
tariff duties on such imports.’’ Yes; such things have occurred, and will 
probably occur again; but high tariff taxes—protection—was not the 
cause of such things directly or indirectly. Such claim that protection 
caused such reductions is without foundation in fact, and can not be es- 
tablished by any legitimate proof. Years ago lead was selling in this 
country at a price considerably less than the amount of duty imposed 
thereon on importation, and, as a matter of course, none was imported. 
The tariff duty did not cause this reduced price. 

The reduced price was caused by the great excess of lead in the mar- 
ket for sale over and above the demand and other causes, such as cheap- 
ness of production, etc., and the tariff was inoperative. The principle 
and the object of protection, high taxes, are as I have stated. To all 
general rules there are exceptions. Competition between rival estab- 
lishments may cause a very great reduction, a cut in prices, just as so 
often occurs between our railway lines. Overproduction, a surplus of 
products beyond the demand, the es may reduce prices. In- 
dustrial depressions will also reduce prices. Bad mapagementand the 
failure of large establishments with heavy stocks of products to be 
thrown on the market suddenly will reduce prices. These are some of 
the incidents which attend protected industries as well as others, and 
are exceptions and not the rule. 

Think seriously for one moment about this claim of manufactured 
products being so reduced in price. A sane, responsible, and intelli- 
geut American manufacturer, with large amount of capital invested in 
machinery for manufacturing woolen cloth, deliberately asks Congress 
to pass a tariff law imposing high taxes upon all imported woolen cloth, 
so that he, in the operations of such law, may be constrained or com- 
pelled to sell his product, so protected by such taxes from competition 
in our home market, for a less price than he could or would with only 
a revenue tariff or without any tariff! 

How farcical! This statement only shows the fraud and false pre- 
tense of any such claim. 

In order to show beyond any question that the protected manufact- 
urers are the sole beneficiaries of the high taxes, I will quote some pro- 
tectionist authorities. 

Ex-President John Quincy 


. + 


before referred to, said: 


h ne 
pene 


Adams, in his report on manufactures 


The doctrine that duties or impost cheapen the price of the articles upon 
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which they are levied seems to conflict with the first dictates of common sense, 
But its supporters first appeal with confidence to the fact that most of the arti- 
cles upon which additional duties were levied by the tariff of 1828 have 
that time considerably fallen in price, and then they argue that it must be so 
the excitement of competition in the market. It is certainly contrary to t! 
natural course of things that an addition to the cost should be a reduction 
True it hat th e duty gives a spur to the produ 


since 















of the article at home. The price icle in the market must always de- 
pend upon the relative condition of the demand and supply at the time and 
place of sale. But very slight variations of time or place affect often to a ver, 


reat extent the relative proportion of the demand and supply. and cons 
quently the price of the article. No safe conclusion can be drawn from the fa 
that subsequent to the tariff of 1828 the 


the articles upon which tl 
duties were then increased have fallen, unless from other circumstances it « 
be shown that the increase of the duty was the cause of the fall in price, n 
will it be sufficient to prove so strange a paradox toaccount for it by the excit: 
ment of competition. Wherever there is a profitable market there will | 
petition. Had the tariff of 1823 never been enacted the competition in our ma 
kets would have been as great and would have been as effectual to re ‘duce t! 
prices as it has been w ith the aggravation of duties. In that com petiti 
own manufactures might not indeed have shared, but it would have existed 
in all its force between those who furnished the supply, and could not 
faile d to reduce the prices to the level of the moderate profit necessary to the 
existence of the trade. 


James P. Foster, president of the Republican League of the United 
States, wrote a confidential letter, dated May 23, 1888, headquarters 
of the Republican League of the United States , New York, and sent it 
in confidence to leading Republican mantfacturers. It therefore con- 
tains the confidential, personal views and knowledge of Mr. Foster and 
the gentlemen to whom he refers. The following are extracts there- 
from: 

It may not be of your personal knowledge, but it is a fact nevertheless, that 
the manufacturers of the United States who are most benefited by our tariff laws 


have been the least willing to contribute to = suceess of the party which gay 
them protection, and whic +h is about to engage in a life and death strug 


pric es of 





m our 








le with 


| free trade. 


4 Republican United States Senator, from a State which never had a Dem 
cratic representative in cither House of Congress or a Democratic State officer, 
in speaking of the well-known disposition of the manufacturing interest to lock 
up its money, fold its hands, and look on while somebody else fights for its s 
cess, Says: 

‘The campaign which we ar ut to enter will concern, more than any 
else, the manufacturers of this country. They have heretofore been very | 
gard in their contributions to the Republican cause. In fact, if I could ; 
them without punishing the cause of protection itself, 1 would consign them to 
the hottest place I could think of on account of their craven parsimony. If this 
class of people do not care to contribute to the success of the Republican part 
they are welcome to try their chances under a Democratic administration. [ 
can stand it as long as they ean.’’ And again: ‘Il was solicited to contribute t 
a protective-tariff league, and I replied that if the manufacturers of the United 


} 





nisi 











States in the ir associated capacity were an eleemosynary institution that | 
would vote to give them a pension, but that I did not propose myself to con- 
tribute money to advance the interests of men who were getting practically the 


sole benefit, or at least the most directly important benefits, of the tariff laws 
Iam in favor of protection; not precisely the kind we are having, but I might 
be willing to keep even that ratherthan not to have any; but lam sure I can 
get along without any of it fully as well as the manufacturers can, and if they 
think the Republican party is going to maintain a high protective corps for th 
benefit, and that the men who do the work in that party are going to keep uy 
the expenses of a campaign out of their own pockets, leaving them to reap 2 
fruits of the tariff policy without any deduction for politics ul expenses, they 
very greatly mistaken. I understand that in a general way the manuf iatare 
of New England haye been more liberal in their contributions than those of 
Pennsylvania. 

“*In fact, 1 have itfrom the best possible source that the manufacturers o 
Pennsylvania, who are more highly protected than anybody else, and who 
make large fortunes every year when times are prosperous, practically give 
nothing toward the maintenance of the ascendency of the Republican party. 
Of course, I shall not violate what I consider to be a proper principle of action 
but, if I had my way about it, I would put the manufacturers of Pennsylvania 
under the fire and fry all the fat out of them. If the Mills tariff bill comes to 
the Senate there will be some votes east there which will open the eyes of some 
of these people who have, while gathering their millions, treated the Repub- 
lican party as their humble convent.” 

These are strong words and bitter, but they are true, and it now renains 
with you and your associates to determine whether they are to be reiterated 
after this campaign is over, and protection has, through your apathy, been 
struck its death-blow. If you give us the means to win the victory we will do 
it. Ave you willing? 

Yours, very truly, 
JAMES P. FOSTER, President, 

I now hold in my hands Tariff-League Bulletin, devoted to the pro- 
tection of American labor and industries, volume 1, No. 23, New York, 
June 8, 1888, in which is an editorial commenting on Mr. Fester’s 
letter. I read the following extracts therefrom: 

The Republican party is weneinent in itsfriends. In 1884 it was defeated by 
the indiscretion of one who persist <i in entertaining its candidate at De!- 
movico’s, and by the over-enthusiasm of another, whose alliteration was 
trumpeted bya hostile press to every hamlet in the Union where a Catholic vo'e 
could be reached, 

Now itisa ‘‘confidential” letter issued from the “headquarters of the Re- 
publican League of the United States,’ and so confidentially circulated that 
has received flattering attention from every Democratic editor in the country 

The Chicago Times pronounces it “‘ one of the most sensational political do: 
uments ever issued in this country.” 

It would be useless to criticise the tone of this “ sensational document,” 
the temper with which it assails American manufacturers, in words which 
says ‘are strong and bitter, but they are true.’”’ And we will not here co: 
ment upon the unfortunate policy of the letter, which enforces a peremptory 
demand for money with a threat. ; 

It is important at this time only to review the charges against Amer‘ 
manufacturers, which are the bone and sinew of this “confidential letter 
without which it would receive from us no comment whatever. They are quoted, 
it is true, from an eminent Republican Senator, but they are quoted with ap- 
proval, and declared to be true. 

These charges, when stripped of their discreditable verbiage, are, first, t! 
the “‘campaign which we are about to ente r will concern, more than anybody 
else, the manufacturers of the country ’—‘*men who are getting practically the 
benefits, or at least the most directiy important benefits, of the tariff Jaws 
And, second, ‘that while reaping the fruits of the tariff policy they have been 
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I submit, Mr. President, with these { 
can coubt that the pbusiness 1 D, not the polit 
in protected industries, know what they put in t cets | 
reason of high tariff taxes and how much they rv out 
of their pi 3 to } i Republicanism a 
** More t 1 thi ol ithe money (th ( aol 
used in support of Republicanism and protection | yma m : 
directly or indirectly engaged in manufactures. ley : the b 
ficiaries, or they never would pay out such vast ) t 
em wl ncial benefit to them 
\ le t iin protected t 
ficia of h imposed on im] d t 
the iSuMe i ; , cted ) 4 
i) tl ennan and 11 I ) 
. i 
oI the i m no i i 
ennancea prices t l I 
pe f lall« ‘ I I , 
aun l | i Ss 
ta» 5. ¢ ‘ I ‘ 
cre > tl v tn 
i S I i l to € 1 Oo! the 
ple, those r l in par ur tions not s d it when 
ln 1 a so tl J all ot r ¢ ‘ 5 
’ ot 3s add » the general wealtl Pe 
erished to enrich P: Chis is the inevitable re 4 
nothing less, and n r € laxation is a | High 
taxes induce an unnatural, abnormal flow of capital into the protects ' ( 
i l reason of the promised large proht 3, Ul [ ‘1Ti I 
nerative employments are abandoned. The employ it :a 
without labor and thrown upon the labor market for employment 
Coal, steam, electricity, and machinery have all been made obe t Che Syra 
labors n production until our manufacturing establish ts can | “7 °°* ; 
1 . 7 : . . 
largely more than supply our home market of consumptio 
healthy rivalry ensues; cuts in prices, as in the rivalry of railroads 
follows. The markets are deranged, business unsettled, and estab 
lishment after establishment fails or closes. Laborers are thrown upon 
the labor market; cuts or reductions in the wages result; strikes or 
lock-outs follow. Having the monopoly of the home market icon- |! 
sumption decreasing, a glut in the market is produced, and the sur; : 
is shipped to some foreign country and sold at greatly reduced } 
and the markets there deranged. Assoon asthe] ket recove 
and prices rise, the same process is repeated. It is an abnormal, u Pr 
natural, hot-house condition. 7 . 
To settle these facts beyond dispute I will read extracts, as fi v 
Hon. James G. Blaine, in his report on the cotton goods trade ot 
the world, to which I have already referred, c enting on the d - 
. . ~ P of vs 
crease of trade with China, said: i. eee 
Our manufacturers, whenever a lull occurs in the home demand, use m< I re rs 
commendable efforts for the enlargement of their trade in t various « 
tries, but the moment a brisk home demand again arises they immediat 
withdraw from foreign markets tothe great annoyance of and losses to the 
correspondents, who enter into their new business relations believi in tl t 
permanence, 1 
The persistence of such pract l merchants and the : facturers, as thos 
of the United States are wont to consider themselres, in such a grave comn : as ; 
cial mistake as this surprising both to our business rrespondents and ‘to F , : . ; , 
é our competitors for the world’s trade, and an immediate reforr on is de , , P , ; 
& manded if we would hope to assume a permanent and sding place in int Se eae ye ’ . ~ 
5 tional commerce. e ano ‘ : 
In commenting on the trade with Australia, |] rom Consul- | Pay mate 
General Spencer, at Victoria, as follows: os oo os 
From information received at this consulate from nm ants wv rere for la 
merly engaged in importing cotton goods dire : ca appr 
that some years since such goods were decid < ‘ 
- in good demand, but the importers, who draw c t fro N 
2) York and Boston, soon found that the whok : 
% city were able to undersell them, the latter havin; it ~ “ i 
Pi of g isin London at lower prices than we i da s, et 
*s American markets rhe importers naturally inferred that these goods i 
: senting the surplus stock of American manufacturers, had been rughte a t ‘ t 
: or sacrificed in the London: cet with a view of nm 1ining prices a ? 
4 He quotes from Consul Winser, at Sonneberg, Germany, as fo : ° 
3 Again, it is said that t manufacturers produce more goods than th« i “ is ; 
| dispose of, and unsettle the trade by filling eac! ed ‘order at ver | gale and retail! p 1 ; 
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It is conelusively proven by these facts that the American farmers are not re- 
ceiving the full benefit of the low prices at which these goods can be produced 
in the United States These benefits are apparently reserved for the Canadians 
and other foreigners to whose markets we export goods; but existing conditions 
enable the American manufacturer to compel the purchase of his goods by the 
American farmer at exorbitant profits. 

So great has been this discrimination by American manufacturers in favor of 
foreign purchasers that the Canadian customs authorities have come to regard | 
with suspicion the prices on nearly all American invoices, as they can not un- 
derstand wihiy these goods should be sold to Canadians at such great reductions 


from the prices at which they are sold at home at the point of manufacture. 


Asa consequence they have, during the past two years, largely adopted the | 


plan of appraising these goods for duty at the home figuresin preference to the 
prices stated in the invoices. For in-tance, an American manufacturer may be 
willing to sell a certain article for $5 to the Canadian trade, the price for the 
same article at home being $8. The valuation is placed at the latter figure, and 
even though he sells for the former the purchaser has to pay duty on $3 more 
than the goods cost him. The result of this practice is that we are losing our 
export trade to this and probably other foreign countries, 

The falling off of the American export trade to this port on dutiable articles 
in one year having been $211,058, 

The short-sightedness of our manufacturers in this respect, no less than the 
development of manufacturing in Canada, is closing this as it does other out- 


gide markets to our goods, and is driving us back to trade only within our- | 


selves, tothe injury of our great agricultural interests, to the reduction of the 
wages of our workingmen, and to the lessening of the products of our factories. 
Replying thus to your circular by an enumeration of facts, 1 remain, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
WM. DE H. WASHINGTON, 
Commercial Agent. 
Hon. Gro, L. Rrves, 
Assistant Secretary of Slate, Washington, D. C. 


I now read a letter from Mexico: 


OFIcINA DE L. LADNER y Hyo., 
COMMERCIANTES EN Esruras, FERRETERIA Y OJALATERIA, 
Piedras Negras, Mexico, August 9, 1888. 
Dear Str: Yours of the 2d at hand. In reply take pleasure in giving you 
the figures asked for as nearly as possible. First, in regard to shovels, Our 
shovels bought for our Eagle Pass store cost us about $6 per dozen, exclusive of 
freight. Our shovels of the same class and material cost us laid down in Pied- 
ras Negras $2.91 per dozen. Another item: Agate ironware can not be bought 
for delivery anywhere in the United States at better than 35 per cent. discount. 
In Piedras Negras we can buy the same artic!es from the same houses at 60 per 
cent, discount. The list is the same in both cases. These are not the only arti- 
cles. Disston’s saws can be bought with an additional 20 per cent. discount, 
showing that the manufacturers could sell in home markets in competition with 


the outside producers. These figures are only a partial list. Every article | 


known to the hardware trade can be bought from the American manufacturers 
for export cheaper than they can for home consumption. Hoping this will an- 
swer your purpose, we remain, 
Very truly, yours, 
A. J, LADNER & BRO. 
Per H, 

Mr. WALTER NeGLey, Hagerstown, Md. 

These extracts show conclusively the results from high tariff taxes, 
which the Senate substitute proposes to increase, and in some instances 
to the point of prohibition of imports. 

A healthful competition with imported products in our home market 
is as necessary and beneficial to manufacturing interests as to all others. 

Ex-President Garfield in the House, on April 1, 1870, in discussing 
the high tariff taxes, said: 

Ihold that a properly adjusted competition between home and foreign prod- 
ucts is the best gauge by which to regulate international trade. Duties should 
be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete withthe foreign product, 
but not so high as to enable them to drive out the foreign article, enjoy a mo- 
nopoly of the trade, and regulate the prices asthey please. This is my doctrine 
of protection. If Congress pursues this line of policy steadily we shall year by 
year approach more nearly to the basis of free trade, because we shall be more 
nearly able to compete with Other nations on equal terms. Iam for a protec- 
tion which leads to ultimate free trade. 

This competition can never exist under the existing war tariff or the 
Senate substitute. 

I do not seek to destroy or break down or injure our manufacturing 
interests. The House bill will notdoit. I desire tosee them prosper 
and grow. And would to God to-day that they could and would man- 
ufacture and supply our entire home demand at fair and legitimate 
profits and prices with all such articles as can be successfully manu- 
factured here. No one country can produce and manufacture every 
article of human want. 

As rich as we are in the varied products which supply our wants, we 
can not successfully and profitably, now or in the future, confine our 
wauts to our own supplies and consumethem. We will produce many 
surplus articles wanted in foreign countries, and will want many sur- 
plus products of other countries. In order to sell our surplus, we must 
buy. A revenue tariff, such as the House bill provides, will be more 
healthful and beneficial to our manufacturing and all other industries 
than the Senate substitute. The House bill will afford all the inci- 
dental protection to our manufacturing interests which they ought to 
ask, and at the same time reduce the surplus. 


THE TARIFF LAW OF JULY 50, 1846. 


Why will some of the highly protected industries not learn by the 
history of the past ? 

In 1824 the tariff taxes were inereased; the greed for large gains was 
not satisfied. In 1828 the tariff of abominations was enacted, largely 
increasing the burdens of high taxes. 

What did the manufacturers do? 

Remember what Mr. Clay said. They saw the reaction, the sober 
second thought of the people. The situation was similar to the pres- 
ent. There was surplus, the debt was nearly paid, and the surplus 
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threatened a constant increase beyond all the legitimate necessities of 
the Government. 
Did they then propose the policy of the Republican platform and the 


| Senate substitute—to increase the tariff taxes still higher, so as to ex- 


clude imports, and by such prohibitory taxes decrease the revenues ? 

Mr. Clay, in the language I have quoted, shows that they appealed 
to him to save them by reducing the high-tariff taxes. He presented 
and passed his compromise bill providing fora gradual reduction of du- 
ties to an ad valorem rate of 20 per cent. and declared his measure many 
years afterward to afford ample and abundant protection. 

In 1842 the duties were increased and reaction again ensued, and 
resulted in the enactment of the Walker tariff of July 30, 1846, which 
imposed an average ad valorem tax of 25 per cent., 17 per cent. less 
than the House bill. 

This law, this tariff rate of 25 per cent. proved so satisfactory and 
beneficial that no effort was even made by manufacturers or high pro- 
tectionists to change, alter, or amend it for nearly eleven years, a longer 
period than any tariff law enacted since the organization of our Govern- 
ment ever continued in force without change. This is an unanswer- 
able vindication of the wisdom, fairness, justness, and acceptability to 
the people interested, of this tariff law against all assaults which can be 
made upon it by our latter-day protectionists. Under its benign oper- 
ations we heard nothing about the so-called American but real Chinese 
system of protection, nothing about protection of American labor, noth- 
ing about ruined, struggling, infant industries. 

It was and is the true American system contemplated by our Con- 
stitution—tariff taxes for the purpose of raising the revenues necessary 
for an honest, economical administration of our Government; and at 
the same time affording such incidental protection to our necessary 
manufacturing industries as would secure a properly adjusted compe- 
tition between their products and similar foreign products and not give 
them an exclusive monopoly of our home market. 

Now, after it had been in operation nearly eleven years, what oc- 


| curred? It was finally assaulted by the protected manufacturers, those 


who had so long enjoyed its beneficial operation. Why? 1 repeat, 
why? Because under it the revenues were exceeding the necessary 
wants and demands of the Government. The situation was similar to 


| the present; the public debt was nearly paid and there was a threatened 


surplus, just like it was in 1832, when Clay passed his compromise tariff. 
Did the manufacturers propose, ask, or demand an increase of the tarift 
duties so high as to prevent imports, destroy healthful competition, and 
thus reduce the threatened surplus and give them a monopoly of the 
home market, as now proposed by the Republican platform and Senate 
substitute? Oh, no; that was not the panacea proposed or desired as 
a substitute for the then existing real American system. No Chinese, 
no British system was then proposed to be transplanted and acclimated 
here. 

They proposed, and the tariff law of March 3, 1857, was enacted, re- 
ducing the rates of duties from the average ad valorem rate of 25 per 
cent. to 20 per cent.; a reduction of $5 on the $100 valuation. 

Senators JOHN SHERMAN and JUSTIN S. MORRILL were then mem- 
bers of the House. From Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Island there were 18 yeas and 9 nays. 
From New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland 
there were 24 yeas and 28 nays. From Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Missouri, 14 yeas and 32 nays. From Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Florida, Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennessee the 
yeas were 60 and nays 2, and from California 2 yeas. Senator SHER- 
MAN, who was a member of the House when the law of March 3, 1857, 
was passed, said on May 10, 1860, in the House: 

The manufacturers have asked over‘and over again that they should be let 
alone. The tariff of 1857 is the manufacturers’ bill; but the present bill is more 
beneficial to the agricultural interest than the tariff of 1857. Under that all 
wool costing less than 20 cents a pound was admitted free of duty. Under this 
bill wool costing less than 18 cents a pound is admitted free of duty, and im- 
poses a duty of 8 centsa pound on all wool costing between 18 and 24 cents, and 
a duty of 9 cents a pound on all wool costing 25 cents a pound and upwards, 
thereby raising the duty on wool. 

Senator ALLISON, one of the main authors of the Senate substitute, 
on March 24, 1870, said in the House: 

It is claimed that the high rates of our present tariff are necessary, because 
the revenue to be obtained therefrom is essential to the Government, and that 
if we reduce the rates at all the effect will be the depression of all the industrial 
interests of the country. The tariff of 1846, although confessedly and profess- 
edly a tariff for revenue. was, so far as regards all the great interests of the 
country, as perfect a tariff as any that we have ever had. If any interest was 
depressed under the tariff of 1846, it was the iron interest. 

I do not believe that this interest, as compared with other interests, had suffi- 
cient advantage under that tariff; yet, wien we compare the growth of the 
country from 1840 to 1850 with the growth of the country from 1850 to 1869, the 
latter decade being entirely under the tariff of 1846, or the amended and greatly 
reduced tariff of 1857, we find that the increase in our wealth between 1850 and 
1860 was equivalent to 126 per cent., while it was only 64 per cent, between 1840 
and 1850, four years of which decade was under the tariff of 1542, known asa 
high protective tariff, but the average rate of which was about 70 per cent. be- 
low the existing rate, or 27 per cent. under the tariff of 1842 as against 44 per 
cent. upon all importations under the present tariff. Our industries were gen- 
erally prosperous in 1860, with the exception, possibly, of the iron industry. 
This was the statement of Mr. Morritz, of Vermont, on this floor during the 
discussion of the tariff of 1864. 


The length of time the Walker tariff of 1846 remained unchanged— 
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and then the reduction of the average ad valorem rate of 25 per cent 
to 20 in 1857, which was the first change, and the quoted language of 
Senator ALLISON, one of the authors of the Senate substitute, are com- 
plete vindications of the system of tariff taxes for revenue with such 
incidental protection as all tariff duties afford. 
rir VAR TARIFF AND THE CLAIMS OF ITs RI I N 

Our Republican friends seem indignant when we charge the fact that 
the present rates of duty are still the war rates, and in rey . 
sert that they have been greatly reduced. Why were the very high 
rates imposed during the war? The records show that suc! 


eply they as- 


h increased 
rates were not imposed either for the protection of manutactures or for 
additional revenues solely, but were largely on account of the high 
rates of internal-revenue taxes imposed on manufacturers and manu- 
factured products. For the proof of this statement I submit the state- 
ments of Senators MorRILL and ALLISON, certainly competent wit- 
nesses, Senator MORRILL, in the House on March 12, 1862, in advocat- 
ing the bill ‘‘ to provide internal revenue to support the Government 
and pay interest on the public debt,”’ said: 


If manufactures in the history of our Government have been fostered, they 
are now the strongest pillars of our support. A burden that would paralyze 
the agriculturists of the country will be taken on the backs of the steam giants 
with alacrity and confidence. But it will be indispensable for us to revise the 
tariff on foreign imports, so far as it may be seriously disturbed by any internal 
duties—on some things the tax proposed is more than the present tariff—and to 
make proper reparation, otherwise we shall have destroyed the goose tha lays 
the golden eggs. From sucha revision, including some articles that hitherto 
it has not been considered sound policy to take from the free-list and lower 
schedules of the tariff, it is expected also to increase the revenue several mill- 
ions ofdollars. If we bleed manufactures we must see to it that the proper tonic 
is administered at the same time. There are many articles, however, where the 
tariff is now high enough for revenue or protection, which will require no ad- 
vance. 


In June, 1864, in the House, Senator MORRILL said: 


And when we impose a tax of 5 per cent. upon our manufactures and in- 
crease the tariff to the same extent upon foreign manufactures, we leave them 
upon the same relative footing they were at the start, and neither has cause of 
complaint. * * * 


In making an estimate of the effect of such a war tariff as is now proposed, 
it is important that we should bear in mind that as we increase the cost of any 
article we diminish the number of those who are able to consume it. * * * 

Chis is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must give 
it our support as such. 


Senator ALLISON, in the House, on March 25, 1870, said: 


Mr. Chairman, at the close of the session yesterday afternoon I was endeav- 
oring to show the rise and progress of the existing tariff, and the causes there 
for, originating in the internal-revenue laws that were passed from time to tinie 
from 1861 to 1865, for th purpose of raising revenue to maintain the Govern 
ment in its struggle with the rebellion. I stated on the 30th of June, 1864, an 
ad valorem internal-revenue tax was imposed upon manufacturers in this 
country equivalent to 5 per cent. upon their gross products, and that tax of 5 
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ate, in 1870, during 


Hon. Zach. Chandler, in the United States Se: 
this discussion, said: 





Che time has arrived when this tariff quest 1 must be settled an’? settled 
upon a permanent basis New England, for ‘ . - 48 
ceiving the benefit of protection to every product of her ms and 
ehe now ts in the position of the rebels w ifter t y had sta 
government in the South, wanted to be leta I tisa New a 
wants now. She hasg sll the protection she needs on her | 1 
her ery is Let us alone, and str off protection from every « 
United States I give notice that I shail, atan early day itr 
pea the entire revenue system and placing ah 
article imported into the United States, except spirits, wine, and t 

The extreme high war rates were imposed as an eq lent the 
very heavy internal-revenue taxes imposed on manufacturers and the 
products, with the distinct understanding that they would be reduced 


as the internal-revenue taxes were. 

Have they been so reduced ? 

The majority report of the Senate Finance Committee, proposing the 
substitute, states that ‘‘ three important revisions of the tariff have taken 
place since 1870, namely, by theactsof July 14, 1870; of June6, 1372, and 
of March 3, 1883;’’ and claims that by the act of July 14, 1870, one hun- 


| dred and seventy-eight dutiable articles were placed on the free-list and 


per cent. was increased by an act passed in March, 1865, so that it became 6 per | 


cent. upon the gross product of every article manufactured or consumed inthis 
country in the way of internal-revenue tax. 

This large internal-revenue tax was made the excuse and the cause of the 
advance of the tariff of July 14, 1862, and June 30, 1864. I quoted the language 
yesterday of the then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in 1862 
Mr. Thaddeus Stevens, himself a protectionist, and certainly in favor of the 
protection of the great interest of Pennsylvania, iron. He made a pledge upon 
this floor in 1862 that those additions of duties upon manufactured articles im- 
ported in this country were made necessary because of the internal-revenue 
taxes. Both heand Mr. MorriLi, subsequently chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee, declared that the act of June 30, 1864, was a temporary measure, a 
war measure, and was not intended as a measure which should remain upon 
the statute-book as a protective tariff in the time of peace. 

In 1866, when Mr. MorRILv introduced into the Thirty-ninth Congress a tariff 
measure as a temporary measure, the manufacturers of the country were groan- 
ing under a weight of (internal) taxation equivalent to $128,000,000 per annum. 

These taxes, by successive acts of repeal, have all been removed. First came 
the revenue act of July 13, 1866, when the internal tax was removed from most 
man*.factures of iron and steel and reduced upon manufactures of woolens, and 
the free-list enlarged. In March, 1867, a further reduction of taxes was made, 
and by the act of March, 1868, all taxes upon manufactures were abolished save 
only the tax of $2 per $1,000 upon sales, thus practically relieving the domestic in- 
dustry of the country of a burden which, in 1865, was $73,000,000, in round num- 
bers; in 1866, $128,000,000; in 1867, $92,000,000; and in 1868, $62,000,000. The abo- 
lition of these taxes successively upon domestic manufactures had the effect to 
increase and still increases by so much the tariff on similar articles, inasmuch 
as no reduction has yet been made in the tariff. 

It is admitted by all that the increase of the tariff was commenced and car- 
ried on upon the basis of the protective duties of the Morrill tariff of 1861,the 
inerease of direct taxation, which, added to the price of domestic manufactures, 
re dered an increased tariff necessary in order to prevent our country from 
being flooded with cheaper foreign productions. Certainly, then, upon the de- 
crease of internal taxation the tariff may be ande 
tion, the danger being no longer in existence which was sought to be averted 
by those increased duties. 

But I may be asked how this reduction shall be made. I think it should be 
made upon all leading articles, or nearly all, and for that purpose, when I can 
get an opportunity in the House, if no gentleman does before me, [ shall move 
that the pending bill be recommitted to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
with instructions to report a reduction upon existing rates of duty equivalent 
to 20 per cent. upon the existing rates, or one-fifth reduction Even this will 
not be a full equivalent for the removal of all the internal taxes upon manu 
factures. 








During the delivery of this speech Hon. S. S. Cox, interrapting Mr. 
ALLISON, said: 


I desire to say, 'n addition to what has been said by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISon], that I was on the committee of conference upon the tariff of 1864 
The reason why that conference report was made as it was made, the reason 
given by Mr. Morrivi and Mr. Fessenden, was that the internal tax had been 
raised, but that the moment that tax was reduced they would be in favor of re 
ducing customs duties. That was understood when the r 
the tariff of 1864; it was one of the conditions lead 
@ report that measure, 





report was made upon 
ng the conference committee 


rht to be decreased in propor- | 


rates reduced on fifty articles; and by the act of June 6, 1872, two hun- 
dred and thirteen items were added to the free-list and duties reduced 
specifically on forty-nine articles ‘‘in addition to those upon which a 
uniform reduction of 10 per cent. was made;’’ and by the actof March 
3, 1883, seventy-two articles were placed on the firee-list, while the 
rates were reduced on four hundred and twenty-seven paragraphs. 

It is true that section 2 of the act of June 6, 1872, provided for a re- 
duction of 10 per cent. after August 1, 1872, on the then existing duties 
on ‘‘all manufactures of cotton, etc., on all wools, etc., on all iron and 
steel, and on all manufactures, etc., of samme, on all metals and manu 
factures of metals, etc., not otherwise provided for, on all paper, etc., 
on all manufactures of india-rubber, etc., on all glass and glassware, 
and on all cotton,’’ not otherwise provided for. 
| This was a substantial reduction had it been permitted to remain. 
But by section 4 of the act of March 3, 1875, said section 2 of June 
| 6, 1872, carried into the Revised Statutes as section 2503, was repealed, 
and the 10 per cent. duties restored as to all manufactures of cotton, 
ete. And by this act of March 3, 1875, the duties on 
{ centrated molasses, tank-b>ttoms, sirup of sugar, cane-juice, melada, 
| and on sugars according tothe Datch standard in color,’’ were increased 
25 per cent. of the then existing duties. 

Their claim of reductions by act of March 3, 1883, is not sustained. 
The Tariff Commission recommended a reduction of 20 to 25 per cent. 
The reduction actually made was not 4 per cent. average ad valorem 
| The war rates, therefore, have not been reduced as promised, and as 
the internal-revenue taxes were reduced. 

They have reduced taxes, but they are the very taxes which caused 
the increased tariff taxes to be imposed, and not the war-tariff taxes. 
The following statement of the receipts into the Treasury from customs, 





** molasses, con- 











or tariff taxes, and internal revenue wil! show how each has been com- 
paratively reduced yearly 

I er? é 

Year Customs , — 
! 

L864 €:79. 646. 651.58 $ » 2 « 42 
Io ans cashiinsienp tunable 176, 114,510.88 266 137.43 
1868 164, 464,599.56 | 191, 087,589.4 
1860 180, 048, 426. 63 400, BF 
1370 194, 538, 374. 44 756.4 
1871 206 408. 06 t 

73 1s 79 li pa 14.14 
L874 I 69 4 ow 
1882 ), 410,730.25 | 146.4 ‘ 
1845 181, 471,939.34 | 112,498,725. 54 
ne ] b.0 i4 l { 
188% me i ' 

These figures show how the war tariff still remains and the internal 
reveuue taxes have been reduced. The reductions made in the internal- 
revenue taxes are worthy of consideration and interesting. 
removed the internal-revenue taxes from apothecaries, auctioneers 
banks and bankers, billiard-rooms, bowling-allevs, pawnbro I 

j duce brokers, stock brokers, circuses, claim agent expres I 
agents, insurance agents, even jugzwlers, lotter t dealer 
| facturers, patent-right dealers, peddlers, and t! 

They also removed tle internal tax« ‘ i the e- 
ing on incomes over $600), and all dividends or profits from bank 
canal, insurance, turnpike, and railroad corporations and companies 
From these income and dividend taxes, up to 1473 included, there had 
been paid into the Treasury the sum of $346,768, 347.77 

They also removed the internal taxes from all legacies and 
sions, which yielded over $14,000,000 up to 1871 

And for the special henefit of the toiling laborers they remo la 
internal taxes on “billiard tables,’’ carriages, plate of gold l silve 
gold watches, piano-fortes kept for use, and yachts kept Bat 
in order to show more clearly how the inte | taxes have hee | { 


while the war-tariff taxes have been maintained, let us « ler the 
} percentage of the total internal taxes paid into th 
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under the internal-revenue laws, which have been repealed, or the per- 
centage of collections of internal taxes under the repealed laws, to the 
total collections under all the laws. 

This percentage of collections under laws since repealed was 82.76 
per cent. in 1865, 81.61 per cent. in 1866, 77.04 per cent. in 1867, 76.65 
per cent. in 1868, 52.82 per cent. in 1869, 49.18 per cent. in 1870, 38.95 
per cent, in 1871, 30.24 per cent. in 1872, 15.58 in 1873, and 10 per 
eent. in 1874 and 1875, 9.39 per cent. in 1876, 8.83 per cent. in 1877, 
9.27 per cent. in 1878, 8.94 per cent. in 1879, 9 per cent. in 1880, 8.71 
in 1881, 9.15 in 1882, 7.90 in 1883, and fell below 1 per cent. in 1884 
under tariff law of March 3, 1883. 

In other words, 82 per cent. of the 100 per cent. of all internal-rev- 
enue taxes have been removed, while the war-tariff taxes still remain, 
and the Senate substitute proposes no general reduction, but an enor- 
mors increase on many articles over existing rates. 

Republicans complain that they have had no chance to revise the 
tariff for the last five years on account of failure of the Democratic 
House to pass such a bill. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress the Republicans were in power in 
both branches of Congress. March 3, 1883, they passed their tariff bill, 
pretending to reduce tariff taxation. They made an actual reduction 
on some articles, an increase on others, and on others still fixed spe- 
cific instead of ad valorem duties, thus cunningly revising the law so as 
to impose higher average duties than before. The average ad valorem 
duty upon all dutiable articles for the year ending June 30, 1883, be- 
fore that law took effect, was 42.45 per cent.; under the operation of 
the law as our Republican friends revised it this duty has been gradu- 
ally climbing up, so that on the 30th day of June, 1887, it had reached 
47.10 per cent. 

Republicans now complain they have had no chance in the Senate 
to revise the tariff for five years past. 

On the 6th of May, 1884, the Democrats were in possession of the 
House, and a motion was made to strike out the enacting clause of 
Mr. Morrison’s bill reducing tariff taxation, and the bill was defeated 
by a majority of 4; 118 Republicans voted against this bill; they were 
aided by 41 Democrats; voting for the bill were 4 Republicans and 151 
Democrats. On the 17th day of June, 1886, Mr. Morrison moved an- 
other bill to reduce tariff taxation. This was defeated by the votes of 
107 Republicans aided by 33 Democrats; for the bill were 3 Repub- 
licans and 137 Democrats. The Democratic majority were unable to 
pass a bill through the House of Representatives because of the united 
opposition of the Republican members, aided by a few Democrats. 
Thus we see why no bill has, in former Congresses when the House was 
Democratic, been passed. It has not been the fault of the Democratic 
party. Why.so much delay in reporting the House bill back to the 
Senate? 

The celebrated tariff bill of 1846 was passed by the House July the 
7th; in twenty-two days afterwards, July 28, it passed the Senate. 

The tariff bill of 1857 passed the Senate six days after it passed the 
House. I do not cite, because it would not be fair, the rapidity with 
which such bills were rushed through the Senate during the war. I 
point only to what was done in time of peace. The tariff bill of 1867 
was in the Senate committee fifty-four days, the longest time of any I 
have been able tofind. The tariff bill of 1870 passed the House June 6; 
twenty-nine days thereafter, July 5, it passed the Senate. 

Now we come to the last tariff bill that was passed, the bill of 1883. 
December 8, 1882, the Senate took from the Calendar a little internal- 
revenue bill, reeommitted it to the Senate Committee on Finance, and 
January 4, 1883, that committee reported to the Senate a complete 
tariff bill tacked on to an internal-revenue bill—a thing never done be- 
fore in the history of our legislation. I call attention to it to prove, 
and it undoubtedly does prove, that when they want to do a thing 
they can find a way to do it, and they are not always about it, either. 
They framed that bill, root and branch; they reported it to the Senate, 
perfect and complete, in twenty-seven days; and on the 20th of Febru- 
ary they passed it. 

The same committee that framed the bill of 1883 in twenty-seven 
days is in the Senate now, and was at work in committee, or pretended 
to be, on this bill for one hundred and thirty days. The Republican 
members of that committee were in 1883, Messrs. MORRILL, SHERMAN, 
Ferry, Jongs of Nevada, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. Only one Senator 
has gone—Ferry. The other five have been there all the time since. 
They have had five years more of experience; five years more of service 
on that committee than they had had in 1883; five years more within 
which to familiarize themselves with the details of taxation: and losing 
Senator Ferry they have gained Hiscock, at least his equal in ability 
and far his superior in knowledge of the subject, for Senator Hiscock 
has had many years’ experience as a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee in fighting and killing in the House bills for the relief of the 
people that never lived to be considered in the Senate. What is the 
matter with them? What has this committee fo gain by taking one 
hundred and thirty days in which to frame a bill, when five years ago 
they could make one in twenty-seven days? 

The answer can be made but in one way: delay—delay that would 
excuse them from voting. They have not intended to vote, they dare 
not vote upon their bill, for a vote would show their division. They 
prefer the bill should stand subject to amendment. In that shape it 
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is pliable as any political platform that ever was built. Im Kansas 
and on the Pacific coast they can promise to amend it in one particular. 
That means that the high tariff on sugar which the Kansas farmers 
want protected can be put back next session. All the Republican 
members from Kansas and the Pacific coast voted in the House against 
the reduction on sugar made by the Mills bill. The Senators from 
those States compromise to vote against the reduction on sugar in the 
Senate bill. Senators from the Northwest can promise to amend it in 
other particulars, and those from Pennsylvania and New England can 
promise still otheramendments. The advantage, then, they have is that 
the Mills bill is the action of a Democratic House. If there are any 
defects in that bill Republicans can assail it—a Democratic House 
passed it. But if the Senate bill is defective, why, Republicans can 
promise that the Senate will amend it. The Senate has not indorsed 
it. Itis only the bill of a committee. 

tumor has it that the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHer- 
MAN], before this bill was reported from the Committee on Finance, 
seducingly intimated to members of the other House that if they 
would pass a resolution to adjourn and send it here his side of the 
Senate would vote for it, and they would adjourn before any bill was 
reported at all. 

What have they been waiting for? To take action on this bill? 
They have been waiting to wear out members of the other House so 
as to induce that House to pass a resolution to adjourn. They have 
been waiting to wear out the House and wear out the minority of the 
Senate, and if possible induce some tired Democrat to offer a resolu- 
tion to adjourn, so that they can go upon the stump and proclaim to 
the world that the Democratic party had prevented them from pass- 
ing this tariff bill. 

Mr.SPOONER. There has not been much of a House left to wear out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The responsibility for passing or not passing this 
bill rests upon the Republican majority of the Senate and not upon the 
Democratic House. It does not make a bit of difference whether there 
is one man in the Democratic House or not, the Democratic House has 
done its duty; it has passed the bill, and it is here; and you have no 
right to make any inquiry as to whether there is a quorum in that 
body or not. It has nothing further to do with the tariff question un- 
til you have passed your bill and sent it back to that body. 

Why have you not done that? There isa reason for it. There is 
always a policy behind the action of the Republican Senators, distin- 
guished leaders, aspirants for the highest positions in the gift of their 
party. There is alwaysareason. The House passed a bill, and the 
Republican members of the House offered no substitute at all; they 
proposed to stand upon opposition to that measure. The Chicago con- 
vention met and they declared against the reduction. They declared 
for reducing duties by increasing the rates of duty. That was the 
policy upon which the Republican members of the House went. They 
therefore refused to do anything. ‘The bill came here. The Repub- 
lican Senators were not willing to charge the Democratic line under that 
kind of abanner. Therefore they must change the line, change front, 
if possible, in the face of the enemy; and they bring in a bill presum- 
ably, claimed to be reducing the tariff and at the same time increasing 
the rates of duty. 

It is a keen, double-edged sword. There is fat to be fried out of 
somebody ; there is fat to be fried out of the manufacturers. Here is 
one process of frying it: Increase the rates of duty on certain manu- 
factures; they will fry liberally; generous streams will flow from them 
into the Republican campaign fund. Here is another class. The 
duties are lowered on them, and they, too, will fry as long as that bill 
is pending here in the Senate and promises can be made that the duties 
will be changed. 

Only a day or two ago a controversy sprang up in West Virginia 
over putting a certain kind of coal on the free-list. Who was it who 
rose in his seat and asked what was the provision of the bill in regard 
to that article, and who was it who got up and made an explanation 
that it was a mistake and would be corrected ? 

In other words, this bill is to be kept open to fry the fat out of all 
kinds of manufacturers, those who are protected by increased duties 
and those who claim to be injured by reduced duties. Whenever any- 
body comes and makes a complaint, ‘* Oh, we will correct that before 
the bill is passed; we have just reported it tentatively.’’ 

The committee say in their report that they are going to take addi- 
tional testimony; that they are going to give the bill further consider- 
ation. What did you report it here for, then, if you are not ready to 
actuponit? Oh, it is a double-edged sword, and it is keen both ways 
and on both sides, with a sharp.point. You wanted to bring all the 
manufacturers before you. Did you ever send for any of the farmers? 
Did you ever send for any of the wheelers? Did you ever send for any 
of the laborers, the toiling millions? Did you have a man before you 
who did not come there voluntarily, and whose expenses were not paid 
by somebody if not out of his own pocket? 

We have not yet had the opportunity to see the testimony in print; 
but I understand you investigated that infamous jute combine out 
West, and you had before you, I understand, a St. Louis gentleman, 
one of my constituents, and he brought before vou witnesses from In- 
diana, and from Ohio, probably, and other States, to tell you that it 
would not do to reduce the tariff on jute. When they were questioned 


DSR Ae SEES. 6x 


FAN 2d tat 














eta a 


38 esas: 





1888. 


about it, they were made to confess that this jute mar id 
by the day to come here, and had borne the expt s to « 
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Articles Values, 
Av.ad 
Amounts, valorem 
rates, 
Woolens: Per cent 
Cloths... ove $10, 022, 370. 67 $7, 055, 824. 94 70. 40 
Dress goods..... 17, 199, 141.02 | 12,398, 974. 92 72.09 
Knit goods.. 1, 980, 453. 74 1, 243, 689. 31 62. 80 
Shawls 1, 029, 998. 19 654, 008. 00 63. 50 
, 1, 747, 562. 09 1, 207, 734. 64 69. 11 
Cottons: 
Thread, not on spools 919, 702. 30 423, 759.58 16. 08 
Cloths .... nie se 3, 555, 347. 28 1, 61 80) 45.49 
Flax, hemp, and jute: 
Brown and bleached 

linens. etc.................---| 13,599, 418.55 4 ». 00 
Laces and embroideries. 1, 142, 473. 85 00 
We cccnntconseotie ss 789, 013. 50 35. 00 

Iron and steel: 
Steel, in forms not spec- 

Midadiovamassedsinin 6, 091, 898. 65 2,6 1 42.92 
Railway bars. 1, 000, 329. 00 843, 49 84. 30 
Tin-plates s anes 16, 883, 813. 95 5, 706, 433. 89 33. 80 
Needles, not for ma- 

chines 307, 484. 44 76, 871.10 25. 00 


Nore.—The amounts of duty stated as “collected ’’ under House 
DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., October 11, 1888, 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 

our statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
stand that. 


Under your bill? 
Yes. 

Why, you pretend to reduce it 
We do not pretend at all. 


to 42,7: 


That is not 


It is your system, not your statement 


you levy an average ad valorem duty of 42.75 per cent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. How much is it in the Mills bill ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. By the Mills bill it is 42.77 per 
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upon itand not to reduce it at all, and every Republican member there 
voted for that, voted to restore sugar to the present duty, and they voted 
in the House against the measure of the majority to reduce the tariff on 
sugar. 

Mr. CHACE. Why, Mr. President, does the Senator say that the 
Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee voted in the 
House against a reduction of the tariff duty on sugar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know how they voted in the House on 
final action. 

Mr. CHACE. I understood the Senator to say ‘‘in the House.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL, They voted in committee to restore the duty to 
its present rate, to what it was before, and not to sustain the Demo- 
cratic majority of the committee in reducing it. 

Mr. CHACE, Did they not vote in the House to take off 50 per cent. 
of the duties on sugar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not remember. 

Mr. CHACE. That is the fact, I believe. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know whether it is or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly, it is the fact, 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to say that I am advised by a member 
of the House of Representatives, who claims to know the fact, that the 
statement made by the Senator from Missouri is incorrect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What statement? 

Mr.CHACE. ‘That they did not vote in committee in that way. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have the official record, and I do not care what 
the member of the House maysay. The official record of the vote by 
yeas and nays in the committee on March 19, 1888, shows just what I 
have read, 

Mr. CHACE, Will the Senator pardon me one or two questions on 
this sugar schedule? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator does not make a speech. 

Mr. CHACE. I understand the Senator to make out that the aver- 
age rate of duties in these two bills is about 42 percent. Will he tell 
us what the ad valorem rate is in the Senate substitute on sugar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Forty-one and two-tenths per cent. 

Mr. CHACE. That is about the same as the average rate of duties. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all, sir; the average rate of duties under 
the present law is 78 per cent. 

Mr. CHACE. No; but I say it is about 41 per cent. in the Senate 
substitute, and the average of all the duties in both bills is about 42 
per cent. Now, will the Senator please to tell us why sugar, an agri- 
cultural product, should have a rate of duty upon it higher than the 
average duties upon the most extreme manufactured articles in the 
country? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the protective system must be maintained at 
all hazards, and rather than yield one part of the protective system 
you are going to have free whisky, why will you make a 50 per cent. 
reduction upon sugar, an industry that, if its friendsin Kansas and other 
States are correct, needs protection at this time, a new industry, the 
production of sugar from sorghum by machinery, while you increase 
your tariff on woolen goods manufactured in your own States 100 per 
cent. ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri support the duty 
on sugar as a protective duty ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It makes no difference whether I support it or 
do not support it. I am arguing about the Republican party and not 
about my views. I am attacking the Republican party. Iam not de- 
fending myself. Iam not on trial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam asking the Senator for his views, if he is will- 
ing to give them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is immaterial what my views are. That is 
not the question. The question before the American people is the Sen- 
ate substitute as compared with the House bill. It is a measure that 
has been brought into the Senate to fry the fat out of the manufact- 
urers by giving some of them high rates and others reduced rates, and 
then hold it here and never pass it, promising changes and amendments; 
and, as I said before, when the other day the people of West Virginia 
got scared, a distinguished Representative running for office sent word 
down here to the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] or some of the 
Republican Senators that that would never do, and a Republican Sen- 
ator very innocently gets up on the floor and interrogated the distin- 
guished Senator from Iowa, and he tells him that that is all going to be 
arranged; that that was just simply a mistake. Let anybody else find 
any defect in the bill and the same promise can be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt of it; and it is said, ramor has 
it, that the frying-pan was kept not far from the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee, so that when the manufacturers and others came voluntarily 
before the committee, they had an opportunity of visiting that frying- 
pan and seeing what was wanted. 

Mr. President, in addition to the Republican members of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House voting to restore the tariff to its 
present rates, in 1886, when a tariff bill was before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House, the Senator from New York [| Mr. Hiscock], 
then a member of the House, put a question to Mr. GAY, now, and 
then, a member of the House, in regard to salt and sugar. I read 
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| what occurred before the House Committee on Ways and Means March 
10, 1886, whilst Mr. GAY was addressing the committee. 

The CHarrMAN. You have got an island of salt? 

Mr. Gay. There is no telling the developments of it. There are now fifty 
| cargoes of salt shipped by the day from that island, and its possibilities are un- 
| known. 
| Mr. Hiscock. The way with us to remedy the trouble is this: Gentlemen who 
| think as you do should come over and vote on our side of the House, and then 
| the gentlemen at this end of the table will be elevated up to the other end, and 

you will not be troubled with this thing any more. 
Mr. Gay. Whether [ stand on one side or the other, I am for the legitimate 
protection of every American industry. 

Mr. Hiscock, We want the men who think as you do to help us to organize 
| the House so that the order at this table may be reversed. 
| 
| 


In other words, you have reached that point where you form a tariff 
combination trust, and all your interests must stand or fall together. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those same gentlemen voted for the Mills bill. 
What kind of a combination was it that resulted in that vote? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is just what I wanted the Senator to say. 
That is the reason you cut sugar down. ‘There it isin a nutshell. 
They did not vote with you in the House this time, and you are pun- 

ishing them for it now. That is the reason; that is just exactly the 
question I wanted the Senator to ask. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Every single Republican Senator in 1883 voted for 
a reduction on sugar almost as great as now is included in this bill, 
| notwithstanding the fact that the Senator says a reduction was pro- 
posed by a Democratic member in the House. It is a well-known fact 

that the gentlemen to whom I have alluded were opposed to the Mills 
bill up to a certain time, and afterwards they voted for it; and I was 
asking the Senator if he had any information upon the subject of what 
it was that caused the change. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have never heard of any cause for the change. 
I have never seen any cause why the Republican party of the Senate 
should go back upon the Republican party in the House in regard to 
this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Republican party in the House voted, without 
a single exception, in favor of a reduction of 50 per cent. on the present 
tariff on a vote by tellers. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Did the Kansas men vote for the reduction? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say every Republican member in the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do you call them Republicans? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. With one exception every Republican 
member voted for a reduction of 50 per cent. on sugar, which is pre- 
cisely the same reduction effected by the Senate substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, there is a formation among 
them, and there is no question about it, to hold up the tariff to the 
present high war-tariff rates. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a list of articles on which the duty 
has been raised by the substitute of our committee. I will have it in- 
serted at the end of my remarks. 

You have taken hold of the tariff schedules. Schedule No. 226 
changes the rate on tobacco, cigars, cheroots, etc., $2.50 per pound 
and 25 per cent. to $3.50 per pound, a reduction of $273,097 on im- 
portations of 1887. 

By this change cigars worth $10 per 1,000, which now pay $2.50 per 
pound, or an average of $37.50, and 20 per cent., $40, would pay $3.50 
per pound, or an average of $52.50 per 1,000, an increase of $12.50 per 
1,000, while cigars costing $250 per 1,000,-which now pay $100 duty 
per 1,000, would pay $52.50 per 1,000 under the substitute, the same as 
the cheap cigar, a reduction of $47.50 per 1,000. That, I suppose, is 
for the benefit of the laboring man! 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let me suggest to the Senator from Missouri, if he 
has made that calculation upon cigars costing a dollar a thousand, 
which is quite as probable as Havana cigars costing $10a thousand, he 
will show ten times as high an ad valorem rate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the question before the Senate 
and before the people to-day is a tariff to prohibit imports, because that 
is the practical policy, the declared policy of the Republican party in 
its platform, and a majority of the Republican Senate. A minority of 
the Republican Senate can not change that policy. That is your plat- 
form. Upon the other hand, the Democratic party stands upon the 
platform of a reduction of the rates of tariff duties to that amount 
which will yield revenues for the support of the Government and afford 
the incidental protection which all tariff duties afford. 

You have not passed your bill; you do not intend to*pass it. You 
are just waiting now to get some tired Democrat to introduce a reso- 
lution to adjourn, and you will gladly adopt it and go home, and then 
try to charge upon the Democratic party throughout the length and 
breadth of the land that the cause you have not passed the tariff bill 
is that the Democrats moved an adjournment. 


APPENDIX. 
ITEMS ON WHICH DUTY IS RAISED BY SENATE SUBSTITUTE. 
Metals: : , 
Chains less than three-eighths inch. . 
Sheets of iron or steel less than No. 29 wire gauge. s 
Sheets of iron or steel less than No. 29 wire gauge, galvanized. 
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Metals—continued 
Fence-wire rods smaller than No. 5 
Wire worth over 10 cents per pound 
Steel ingots, blooms, | ts, et ess than 1 cent. 
Cotton-tlies 
Bronze powde 
lable tlery, and all knives 
Penk sand ket kr s 
Gold le 
Breech-lo g sl gz s, cheap 
Qu 7 
Wood ‘ € ilf inch and less . 
Type meta 
Wood 
Rattans, manufactured 
I 4 
Cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots, cheap. 
Leal-tobacco, wrapper 
Provisious 
Ar . iis | ve 
Cotton 
Medium yarns 
Cotton cloth exceeding 150 t ids to 200, 
Stockings and hose, fash i, 
Flax and hemp 
Yarns 
Brown and | ached | ns 
Grrass-cloth 
Sheet 





Manufactures of flax, etc 
Sail « 


iucK 


Jute yarr 





Lac Ss, emore 

Cuffs and collars. 
Wool 

Is, cheap. 

Class 2, clothing wools, cheap. 

Class 3, carpet wools, dear. 
Manufactures of wool: 

Cloths 

Shawls. 

All manufactures, 

Flannels 

B ankets 

Hats 

Balmorals, 

Yarns 

Women and children’s dress 

Clothing, 

Cloaks, dolmans, and j 
Silk goods 

Laces 

Wearing appare 
Looks and papers: 

Blank books. 

Photographs 

Buttons 


Mr. SPOONER obtained the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Betore the Senator proceeds I should like to have 
read or put in the RecorD a letter from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue in regard to the system for the free use of d 
the arts and manufactures as provided for in the substitute of our Fi- 
nance Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it may be inserted in the RecorpD without 
being read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want it read cither before or after the Senator en 
titled to the floor gets through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want it to go in as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the paper 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Class 1, combing wo 





goods. 
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kets. 





embroideries. 





istilled spirits in 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE 





Wash zto October 8, 1888, 
Sir: Referring to your request for an expression of my views respecting the 
proposed exemption from tax of alcohol used in the ind arts, as provided 
inthe amendment reported by the Senate Finance Comn to House bill 
9051, inclosed please find copy of a letter addressed from this office to Hon. JAMES 


ar request pending th 
the 


Bb. Beck, under date of August 2, 
consideration of this proposed measure in 
nosed amendment was furnished 
change in the nsidered simply as a proposit 
the « and solely from a reven 
ing the many safeguards now contained in the 


In response toa sim 
committee » copy of pro- 


this office at the time, and this suggested 


regard to 
thstand- 


idulent use 


without 
Yotw 


i”aw 


onditions imposed, 


was co 





1é stand px 


biil 


against 






























of the alcohol so exempt from tax, the proposed measure ment 
still open to the objections noted in my letter ref t re for 
the relief of the manufacturer and the tax-pay ur k, is 
open to stil 1er objection 

The many requirements contained in the b e storage, custod 
and use of the alcohol in the cases provided t e bond security ex 
acted and other conditions imposed for the prevention fraud, would, in my 
opinion, prove so burdensome and so diffi tof ny e in many instances 
ns to prevent the average manufacturer from ava gh st f proposed 
exemption, 

rhe quantity of aleohol used in small lots! u sts and other smal 
manufacturers in this country for pharmaceutical purposes and the epara 
tion of cologne-waters, toilet articles, etc 3 very consid é l s 
exceeds, in the aggregate, the quantity used by the large w sale inufact 
urers like purposes, But, in order toobtain alcohol free of tax in the ‘ 
provided for in the bill (except in cases where the alco has first 
1 1) the applicant must first provide a separate and } his j 
ises for the exclusive storage of the alcoho! so obtained, and ist file with t 
collect of his district the nece ry notices and entrics and a b is 
of not less than $5,00 nd no on of the alcohol, however smal!!, can be re 
moved from such store-rcom or immediate use and in the presence 
the Government storekeeper having the custody of the 1 and spirits store 
therein 

The practical difficulties here involv Ss manuf urer 
in providing the required store-room ince of a store 
keeper at the p or e,a such t, eff ially ex 





clude this class of manuf 





prove to be the the business of A fact ge art es where alc 
sid a 2 Ww s ‘ pass © the 
x ‘ « { 2 v 4 the re 
a ~ \ ar 7% 
{ s I A = ‘ ‘ 
e 2 . 
antag a 
= 5 > } ’ 
1 . ‘ as 
y le . 
wih me) se. i is 1 
Ss 1 r i 
i . 1 
i v t I . mv ‘ % e 
‘ . \ < ‘ 
4 y at i 1 \ ™ t 
. mn. oplem ae . ’ on 
: e tax ‘ 
‘ 1 
i r i t é aw 
exists, w i ate < ‘ SSe€ rie < t a 
ile iwst at y t ais < - rits i s 
le feature ‘ ers 
ym the fraud t use of the oe : 
not but regard this pro ad eas xp ent a 
est de 
é s conducted in this office w hvyla is 
w appearin my ar 1 re pe SSS) d stra 
even when c ca ue pe Li¢ ean 
xpensive process be so d ‘ as 
lin the compounding of liquors ‘ das beverag« 

Phe provision found in the for the t ‘ ‘ ‘ ho ' 
aleohol warehouses, and the exe } f ih m viated spirits fr 
of the restrictions appli I p ‘ see tof 

ous opportunity for fraud l of I am ae il 
aga fraud as intended 

rhe proposed measure is open to the 1 that the « 
ofa fi necessary to carry « the; vis . t ito proy 
Vise the business t rein authorized, Ww i } ‘ ‘ { 
m tan expens iter tl 1 anys i I 
pr ps ¢« to th pres . ‘ Kv é ‘ ~ 

t } 8 r s i arge 
a Fence rents. wh 
i case t t . i be ‘ ‘ 
5 rs 
ie S. MILI R, ¢ 
oO K Rt 
United S te. Vi D. ¢ 

Mr. ALLISON Mr. President, the Commissioner of I: 
enue makes his criticisms upon our provisi¢ respect 
in the arts. One is that the provision resp r bonder 
is too severe, that we have tied it up too closely, and ther 
is danger that these bonded warehouses mav b L few 
much as the iaw authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
is many bonded warehouses as he choosesto estab 1, ld 
there can be any sort of danger in that regard ess the 8 
the Treasury chooses to act without dus t ird to the pul 

As to the recovery of methylated spirits, 1 wish to say 
word. England and Germany to-day are allowing manu 

se methylated spirits,and the concurrent testimony in | 
countries is that they can not be recovered exce pt by redistil 
I care not what the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may } 
in his report ol 1888, he can not overcome the ict that 1 
countries they use methylated spirits to-day 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator, before he takes his seat, a 
make one statement ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. That is avery material question of fact I 
and I can demonstrate, that this wood ol or methyl ¢ 
out after it is used in the arts and scien prepared 
drink, and in this very town inside of t e days I ha 
machine costing $22, brandy and whisky ! ire 
been demethylated, « jual quant ties of ( 

1. and afterwards the met I 
en out and then re t 
mild tell the « etween t 
saioons at IT 
sf fact eink tied 
ture it isa 1 
vn that t 
lal art ( t i l 
l 
tt ‘ i ale I 
yved |} onstration: and t 
4 * “ a it : sisi ¢ at + = 
i ti i ] f ed hi ‘ 
i did not sa t ) ist 
had some doubt about it 
Mr. VESI Yes; he said he had g t ) ' 
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Mr. VEST. No; I said I had seen it. 
Mr. ALLISON, I of course know that the Senator from 
I only know that ex- 


Mi 


issouri 






I will make this assertion good or else I will stand convicted here | is not engaged in any such occupation as that. 
! y of inaccuracy, but of something worse. I say you can take | perts have made efforts in this country, in England, and in Germany for 
{ finest brandy or the finest bourbon whisky made at the Taylor | the extraction of wood-alcohol, and it has been regarded as the most in 
distillery or any of the other distilleries of Kentucky, put with it equal | portant invention that could be made, and they all concur that th 
( ties of wood-alcohol, which is a Poison, and of a pure alcohol, | wood-alcohol can not be recovered except by a process of distillation « 
i i and you can use the wood-alcohol together with the other | redistillation, which must be of the same nature as the original proe 
in the arts and sciences, and afterwards you can extract by this pro- | of distilling alcohol. 


+ costing $22, actual valuation, all the wood-M€oho! 
: 


ft 
or methyl, demethylate it, and then it isa harmless drink, and can be 





guard by th 


It is true fhat in German: adopted an additional safe 
: injection of a small quantity of pyridine, a natural pro 


and which is extract 





ict of nicotine, but recently found in coal-tar, 








a lina i “ 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the process? from it, and thereby they have made it more secure and more absolut 
Mr. VEST. I do not undertake to describe it. I have seen it. and we propose in this bill that the Secretary of the Treasury shall] ha 
Mr. ALLISON, It is a process of redistillation, and it requires the | authority to use the improved methods now in use in Germany and to 

me effort that it requires to distillaleohol. If the Senator from Mis- | some extent in Great Britain. So,I care not what the Commissioner of 
ri hi: uch a scheme, he has a scheme which under the House bill | Internal Revenue may say or what machine the Senator from Missou 


will enable a man to have in his bureau drawer a distillery for the 
manufacture of whisky. j 

Mr. VEST. I would rather the Senator should use another form of 
expression. I have not any such scheme. ( 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. That machine is in the offi 
Internal Revenue, and open to inspection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Ido not care where the machine is. 
I only want to say that the most distinguished experts—— 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ator, 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


7 


‘e of the Commissioner otf 


Of course I meant it in no offensive sense to the Sen- 


I understand that. 
He said he had the machine. 


proceeds, will he yield to me for a moment ‘ 


} 


may have seen or observed, it is by a process of redistillation, in m) 


udgment, which is a process, that if successful, will enable every man 


1 


to produce alcohol, and it is the only way whereby this wood-alcohol 


an be recovered. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. VEST. 


Yes, sir. 
I desire to have put in the RECORD certain tables, 


which came to me this morning from the Treasury Department, in re- 
I do not want my name put in any scheme. | gard to the duties imposed by the Senate committee’s substitute. | 
want them put in the Recorp for the use of all Senators. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
RECORD, if there be no objection. 
The tables are as follows: 


The tables will be printed in the 
The Chair hears none. 


SCHEDULE K.— Wool and manufactures of wool. 


Importations for fiscal 
year 1887. 


Rates of duty. 


| | | 
































Ad valorem equiva- 


Amount of duties. 
lents, 


At new rates, 
based upon 
im porta- 


Value 
At new rates, based upon) per 
importations for fiscal) unit of 























ms Articles. | | a ; 
: | . sar 1RR7 Exist- tions forthe 
- ' | - ae se : Collec year 1887. quan- | * . oe 
¢ Quantity. Value. | Existing law. | — Senate bill. ~ a tity. ing fi scal year 
| : law. | 1587. 
oF, | alae 
: | j | . . . | House Senate 
s | | » bi Se te bi “Ate 
é | House bill. | Senate bill. bill. bill. 
i - ee — ~ - - 
| | | | 
} Class I | | | 
| | j | | 
846, Wool. hair of the alpaca, | | | | | 
goat, ete., value 30 | So | cos aad : ‘ J esha 
cts, or Jess p.Ib...1bs..| 22, 607, 856, 30)/$4, 127. 025. 97} 10 ets. p. Ib..... Free...) 11 cts. p. Ib......! FOG on cckscocceds cece : $2,486,861.20; $0,182) 54.78... ‘ 60. 25 
| Value over30cts.p. lb., | | | w . , 
| Ibs. nal 17, 586. 00) 5, 875. 00; 12 ets. p.Ib...... Free...| 11 ets. p.Ib...... 2,110.82 | ...cosrescsressoeees 1,934.46 334) 35.92"... cee 32. 96 
Washed, value 30 cts. 7 eed ie 
or less p. Ib.....Ibs...| 323, 275.00; 131,006.00) 20 cts. p.Ib......| Free 22 cts. p. lb PR cctnoncssivccesvent 84,320.50 342) 5B. 51).....ccs.. 64. 36 
Washed, value over 30 | | } 
cts. p. Ib..........1b8...} 2, 010. 00) 692. 00; 24 cts. p. Ib......| Free 22 ets. p. lb 482.40 442, 2 .o44 
Scoured, value 30 cts. | | i acd eee ; c 
or less p. Ib....1bs 184, 985. 00} 74, 886.00, 30 cts. p.Ib......| Free 33 ets. p. lb ie vntithiccteaccninal 61,045.05 . 405 
Scoured, valueover 30 | a B33 r : 
cts. p. Ib.........1bs... 22. 00 13. 00; 36 cts. p. Ib...... Free...| 33 cts. p. Ib Te 7.26 . 591 
i ee —_— ——$— 
| 23, 195, 734. BO) 4, B39, 497. 97}..ccccccccceeeeseeseeees itd A. csaccbngheeibeia 2, 305, § , 634, 610. 67 .187 
| | ——— ————— — = —<—<—— ———S = = 
Class II. 
Combing wool, value 30 | } ® : a 
cts.or less p.lb..lbs...|_ 9,568, 431.00} 2, 213, 331.00) 10 ets. p. Ib...... Free...) 11 ets. p. Ib.... 956, B43, 10).......csccesereeees 1, 052, 527. 41 $231} 43.28)..........) 47.55 
Value over 30 cts.p.1b., | cr a 
ND  a:cthnasiictiandnnes 129, 573. 00 54, 026. 00) 12 cts. p.Ib. ... | Free...) 11 ets. p. Ib... 15, 548. '76!.......+4 ose 14, 253. 03 -417| 28. 78).........0| 26.40 
Scoured, value 30 cts. | ? ; ma 
or less p. Ib.....1bs...} 5, 958. 00 2,701.00; 30 cts. p.Ib......| Free...| 33 ets. p. Ib...... suse 1,966.14 . 453 
| Se — } — ™ — 
BF ee i I es ccmeconseecensenennsnn]<oeres cticoun]osbeombabeqaneedsnnannn 1, 068, 746.58 234 
Class ITT. 
847, Carpet wool, value 12 cts | , i aie 
or less p. Ib.....1bs 61, 811, 967. 40) 6, 185, 733.00) 2} cts. p. Ib......! Free...! 2} ets. p. Ib......! 1,545, 299, 26)... ccecesensone 1, 545, 299. 26 1 
| Seoured ‘ Ibs 6,717. 00 1, 206.00) 7} cts. p. Ib... Free...| 7} cts. p. Ib...... Wy FON -cececeirwesescces 503. 78 1 
| Carpet wool, value over “ ie al : 
12 cts. p. Ib Ibs...| 19,685, 714.00) 3,554, 823.00, 5 ets. p. Ib........; Free.... 6 ets. p. Ib.... 984, 285. 70 ; .-| 1,181, 142. 84 . 18) 
Scoured......... Ibs 79. 00 52.00 15 cts. p. lb.. Free 18 cts. p. Ib..... il MI nash caeeassdauen 14,22 . 658 
| NN i a 2, 530, 100. 59 2, 726, 960. 1¢ 12%} 25.97 ; 27.5 
Total unmanufact- : * : 
ured wool 114, 404, 173. '70;}16, 351, 369. 97) ...........ceceeee noses pendbcteoucnsnspannceteadbrenns 5, 899, 816. 6 6, 430, 317.3 i4 36. O08 39 
81| Woolen rags, shoddy, | 
mungo, waste, etc, a 
ser = 4, 902, 381. 00) 1, 855,618.00) 10 cts. p. Ib....) Free 10 ets. p. Ib..... 490, 238.10 ..... oule 490, 238. 10 7 26.41 26. 41 
84, VVoolen cloths, valued | 
not over 40 cts, p. 
Ib Ibs ; obgaia nie Ceseblnins swianbsbsdedas Clooweushialaaaeeen Ber OD A TE Ts ncnctnntennensntonerseinen sipuetlinstatenentearahexétudh nnpuee sabi peal 
Valued above 40 cts. and 35 p. et. 
and not above 60 
cts. per 1b Mal sneocepennseccceabeien acceetwons] sevenapossnpunsevbeosees IRN. Wiig Ti Dacia dares pccntalheretencsnamapprtgiipns renee senohaie 
| Valued above 60 cts. | and 40 p. ct. } ; 
| per Ib.....0. SRG il tenesiccvccestnqutseipennstibhisietieissadlllppetsubtiniincinlaiaibeensita: dailies OD A, A En seni ceitasteghoned dnphaiisitng anbionsandasuinines a : cucauivesn papeaeanns 4 
: and 40 p. ct, | j 
* 
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cts i) 
i wo 
shaw SSO. 3 Ss 1 Oo 
84 Yarns, woolen and 
vorsted 
Valued not above 30 
cts. per lb. lbs O, 869, 5 29 031.69! 1 ts. p. 1 9. 148 : ' 
Valued above 30 cts.p 135 p. ct 
lb. and not above 10 p. ct > cts. p. Ib. 
40 cts. p. lb Ibs 661, 086. 4 211,074.00 12 cts. p and 3 p. ct 163. 706. 2s 102 O4 ‘ ys ‘ ‘ 
Valued above 40 cts. p ind 35 p 
lb. and not above 
60 ets. per Ib...lbs 753, 993. 72 410,264.12 1 s. p. Ib. | 40 p.ct. 3 cts. p ) 9 164 ; {28 4 s44 G8 4 
Va ued above 60 cts.p i A »p.ct and 40 p 
Ib. and not above 
80 cts. p. Ib.....1bs 1, 275,844.79 875,280.12) 24 ets 10} 40 cts. p. Ib 2,550. 81 a“ 2. 04 850, 4 686 69 { 
Valued above 80 cts und 35 p. ct and 40 t 
p. lb lbs 157,966.50; 191,912.25) 35 ets. p {0 p.ct.| 40 ets. p. Ib 132,018.19 76,764.90) 139 1.2 : { 
d 40 p and 40} 
Total yarns 2, 948, 660.94 1, 747,562.09 1, 207, 734. 64 699 4.82, 1,78 
$54) Manufactures, n. o. p.f., 
made wholly orin 
part of wool: 
Valued not exceeding 
80 cts. p. Ib.....lbs 123. 783. 46 80,510.00 30 ets. p. 1 7 7 
Valued above 80 cts. 135 ‘ ‘ P ; . 
Bs Wiicccscseinet ee 993,500.11) 1, 421,735.00 35 ets. p. Ib _ vee ee ae { Y : (7,811.4 1.4 1.4 j 4 


Manufactures of worst- 140 p. ct 
ed, hair of the al- 
paca, goat, ete. 
Valued not exceeding 
30 cts. p. Ib.....1bs.. 100, 189. 06 24,146.00 10 cts. p. Ib 18, 470 
Valued exceeding 30 5 p.ct 
cts. p. Ib. and not 
above 40 cts. p. : 
TDvincoresscaeghinsenll 174, 018. 25 60, 737. OF 2 ets lb ‘ee : 42,140. 14 ) “ { 69 { { 
Valued exceeding 40 
cts. p. lb. and not 
above 6) ects. p. 


£0 p. ct » cts. |] b 











lb , . «eet DS...../ 1,588,069.60 859,029.70 18 4 lb 10 p. ct 5 cts. p b 12. 9 i By, 4 +4 5 
) 1 40 | 
Valued exceeding 60 
cts. p. lb. and not 
above 80 cts. p. 
ib s ibs 3, 785, 978. 60 2, 740, 630. ¢ i ) ) i24 
Valued exceeding 80 und 35 p. ct ‘ | 40 
| cts. p. Ib... Ibs 1, 343, 256. 80° 1, 469, 661.73 cts. p. 1 , : , i 7 
« Y 
Total manufactures 
not elsewhere 
specified, 8, 108,795.82 6, 656, 449, 43 } 
oi Salmora 
Valued above 30 cts. p 
» and not above 
10 cts p Ib ibs 1. 009. Ox 7m 1 3 ‘ { i 
Valued above 40cts. | 











’ Artick 
rh 
. 
J Flannels 
Valued not above 30 
ets. p. Ib. ibs 
Valued above 30 cts 
and not above 40 
cts. p. Ib Ibs 
Valued above 40 cts 
and not above 60 
cts. p. Ib Ibs 
Valued above 60 cts 
and not above 80 
cts. p. lb Ibs 
Valued above 80 cts. 
p. Ib . Ibs 
Total flannels 
Blankets 
Valued not above 30 
cts. p. Ib lbs 
Valued above 3u cts, p. 
Ib. and not above 
40 cts, p. Ib Ibs.. 
Valued above 40 cts. p. 
| lb. and not above 
60 ets. p. Ib.....1bs 
Valued above 60 cts. p. 
Ib. and not above 
80 ects. p. Ib bs 
Valued above 80 cts. 
p. Ib ibs 
Total blankets 
Hats of wool 
Valued above 40cts, p 
Ib. and not above 
69 cts. p. Ib.....1bs 
Valued above 60 cts. p. 
ib. and not above 
80 cts. p. lb Ibs 
Valned above 80 cts 
Ds ED ws ccovcees Ibs 
Total hats of wool 
356, Women’sand children’s 


dress goods, coat 
linings, Italian 
cloth, ete., com- 
posed in part of 


wool, worsted, ete.: 


Valued atabove 15 cts. 
p. sq. yd. and not 
above 29 cts. p. sq 
yd ..8q. yds 

Valued atabove 20cts 
p. 8q. yd....8q. yds 

Same,com posed wholly 
of wool, worsted, 
ete 

Weighing 4 ounces or 

per sq. yd., 
sq. yds 


less 


Weighing over 4 ozs, 


ibs 


pers 4.y d 


Potal women’sand 


children’s, ete 
Bunting sq. yds 
Clothing, ready-made, 
and wearing ap- 
parel n.o. p. {ibs 
Se) Knit ~woods; all goods 
made on knitting 
frames 
Valued at not above 
3) cts. p Ib... Ibs 


Above cts, p. lb. and 


not above 40 cts 

p. lb lbs 
Above 4) ects, p b 
and not above 60 

ets. p. lb ibs 
bov cts. p. lo 
a in ibove SO 

< pi Ibs 

a’ . » Ibs 


iit goods, ete 
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SCHEDULE K.— Wool and manufactures of wool—Continued. 
or 3 f 1scs alorem 
ius ee oe pont tates of duty. Amount of duties. Ad valorem equi 
year 1887. . lents 
Value a a ee 
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Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Miss Mr. V I 
has just put in the REcorRD certain papers. I should like permission, | ~ 
without detaining the Senate at this time by any remarks of my own, 
to put upon the record for the use and for the instru n of the Senat 


the statement of the most distinguished free-trade statist 
country, Mr. Edward Atkinson, as to the—I will 
a protective tariff, because he would not ascri 
tariff in any large degree, but as to the comparative conditi 


not say the etiect ol 


be these results to t 


prog 
ress of the nation during the last twenty years, whena high protectiv 
tariff has been in operation, as compared with the previous years ! 
Mr. Atkinson, who is unquestionably the most « nguished free- | , 
trade statistician in this country, and whose integrity 1 never heard 


any person who differed from him most warmly qui yn, or his desire | s 
for honest and accurate results, has recently contributed toa magazine 
called The Forum, for the present month, a statement of the progress | , 


of the nation since 1460, or since 1865 or 1870—he takes different dates 
for the comparison in different cases—as compared with the imme- 
diately preceding period, and his results cover and 01 
point, so far as I recollect, the elaborate speech of the 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN], made the other day. The Senator fi 
attributed to protection certain results which by a process of 
: reasoning he undertook to demonstrate would happen, and 
affirmed did exist in this country. 
Now, here is the great free-trader’s statement of the fact 
desire to put on the record of the Senate. 
All the changes 


Speaking now of the period since 1865— 
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is the comment furnished by the facts upon the Senat 
t that some $500,000,000 or $600,000,000 a year were pass into 
pockets of the capitalists who were engaged in manufacturing 
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He then gives a marvelous table and chart, in which he d ‘ 
lustrates by a picture to the eye 
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So that the average cost of food, fuel, and material for clothing sinc« 

1860 has diminished .95 of a cent a day, while the earnings of these 


classes that Mr. Atkinson sums 
per day. 


up have increased from $1,56 to $2.40 


No. 3. Purchasing p er of three hundred days’ wages in equal portions of 
1 . = i I 
the me kinds of food, fuel, and cloth, as above given 
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immediately applicable to the present debate. 





No. 4. Quantity per capita of coin, convertible bank-notes and legal-tender 
notes in circulation or in use as money at the respective dates: 
, 
19% pdnaspieiedobaiy staenentaealenttiignimiaxbindlbalcieumneaniie $14.06 
REED .... .scsinniierentettvcinchnentactintiescislbiienlitupmiaasadebatenicahs iecsippidebtabenioieincaty tii 27.25 
These tables are, as I have said, the result of the most careful inquiry 
of an eminent scientific man, a free-trader, and made, so far as there is 


any purpose to be extracted from them, in the course of an investiga- 
tion which does not especially concern the issue which is now under 
debate in the Senate. 
Ir. REAGAN, Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me one 
word ? 
ibe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. SPOONER. I will yield if for only a minute. I can not yield 
for any length of time, as 1 desire to leave the city at 7 o’clock this 
evening ‘ 
Mr. REAGAN. I only ask the Senator to yield for a moment. 
ust how far the tables presented affect the question which I was 
discussing lam not able now to determine. They do not overthrow 
the fact, however, that there were five billion and some hundred mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of products manufactured in the United States, as 
shown by the census of 1880, and that if we subtract two billion from 
he five billion to correspond with the free-list, leaving three billion to 
correspond with the tax-list, a tax of 47.10 per cent. would yield $1,- 
557,071,798; and that if we subtract from that sum the result of a tax 
of 30 per cent. it would still leave five hundred and seventy-six-odd 
million, I believe it is, unnecessarily drawn from the people. But 
altogether it transfers by operation of the law, if the calculation is 
correct, over a billion and a half of money as a result of that system, 
and no tables which a doctrinaire can present can alter those great facts. 
Mr. HOAR. Thesearestatementsof fact. The Senator from Texas 
ve] is the person to whom the term ‘‘doctrinaire’’ would be applied, of 
course not offensively; but he reasons 2 priori from what he thinks 
ought to exist. 
Mr. REAGAN. [I leave it with the statement I have made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. 
R. 116) authorizing the Secretary of War to protect the Washington 
Aqueduct tunnel, with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed Mr. 
CLEMENTS, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. RyAN members on the part of 
the House of Representatives of the Joint Select Committee to Investi- 
gate the Washington Aqueduct Tunnel. 

WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the Senate joint resolution in regard 
to the Washington Aqueduct tunnel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 116) an- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to protect the Washington Aqueduct 
tunnel. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to add to the 
joint resolution— 

; That the joint select com mittee of the Senate and House authorized by a con- 
current resolution of Congress to make inquiry and report concerning all of the 
work and contracts therefor on the Washington Aqueduct tunnel and other 
matters in relation thereto, are hereby, in addition to the powers conferred by 
said concurrent resolution, authorized and directed tn their discretion to inquire 
and report touching all plans and estimates prepared under the auspices of the 
Government for extending the water supply of Washington City, and finally the 
said committee may extend their inquiries as to any and all other matters con- 
cerning the extension of said water supply that may aid the Congress in ascer- 


taining and fixing the responsibility for any mismanagement therein, or for the 
future construction and management thereof. 


Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
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Mr. HALE. I see no objection to that amendment. I m that 
the nate concur, 
The amendment was concurred in. 
LEGAL REPRE ‘TATIVES OF ELIZA 
Mr. SAWYER. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
h the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal 


representatives of Eliza M. Ferris, and I ask that the House be re- 
quested to return the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When did the bill pass the Senate? 
Mr. SAWYER. About three or four days ago 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent, then, will be 
necessary. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 


unanimous consent that the vote by which the Senate passed the bill 
named by him may be reconsidered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I only ask to enter the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And the Senator accompanies the 
motion with a request that the House of Representatives be asked to 
return the bill. It will be so ordered, if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears none. The motion to reconsider will be entered. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, Ido not intend to enter at this time 
into an argument upon the comparative merits of the Senate or House 
tariff measures, or to consider the principles upon which the Repub- 
lican party justifies its adhesion to the protective system, or even to 
discuss the objections toit. I shall reserve that discussion for the time 
when the Senate is seriously at work with a quorum upon this subject. 
Mv present purpose is simply to prove by witnesses who have been 
friendly to free trade, who live where it was born and where it has i 
home, that its results are not satisfactory, and that there is clam 
its overthrow and demaad for its abandonment. 

If free trade, or, what is the same thing, ‘‘ tariff for revenue only,’’ 
as contradistinguished from ‘‘ protection,’’ is asystem in itself so hbene- 
ficial to capital and to labor, as our Democratic friends assert, its 
beneficence must be apparent in its operation in the United Kingdom, 
if anywhere on the earth, for that is the only distinctively free-trade na- 
tioninthe world. I propose now only to prove that under the influence 
of free trade or a tariff for revenue only in Great Britain there has been 
for twelve years or more past, with slight intermissions, a very serious 
depression in industry and trade of almost every kind, and a depression 
in agriculture which defies parallel. The downward tendency was so 
great as to attract the attention of English statesmen, and to compel an 
investigation with a view to legislative or diplomatic action for relief. 

In 1885, the 29th day of August, Victoria, ‘‘by the grace of God, of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen, Defender 
of the Faith,’’ issued a commission to certain ‘‘ trusty and well-beloved 
cousins and councilors,’’ and others, numbering twenty-six, the Earl 
of Iddlesleigh being the first and the Earl of Dunraven being thesecond, 
the object whereof is set forth in the commission, as follows: 


Whereas we have deemed it expedient that a commission should forthwith 
issue to inquire and report upon the extent, nature,and probable causes of the 
depression now or recently prevailing in various branches of trade and indus- 
try,and whether it can be alleviated by legislative or other measures. 


This commission entered upon its work, and it was wonderfully 
thorough. It called before it a number of distinguished witnesses, 
one of whom, Mr. Robert Giffen, an official of the Board of Trade, on 
the 7th of October, 1885, testified, among other things, as follows: 

There has been a very rapid increase of consumption of cotton in the United 
States. It rises from 382,000,000 pounds in 1866-’70 to about 881,000,000 pounds 
in 1884. That isa very great increase in the consumption of raw material in 
the country which produced the raw material. 

He testified that the consumption in the United States down to 1884 
showed an increase of about 130 per cent., and that it was accounted for 
‘*by their using up their own raw material.’’ He also testified that at 
the same time the continent of Europe showed an increase of about 100 
percent. During those periods the consumption of the raw material 
in England increased only 53 per cent. 

Our Democratic friends, it seems, would take the duty off of cotton 
cloths,afterawhileand stopalli this consumption by home manufacturers. 
They seem to think it would be wiser tosend all of ourcotton to England, 
and buy it back from England manufactured at prices fixed there with- 
out restriction. The Republican theory is that we manufacture all our 
raw material in this country if we can, furnishing employment to our 
people, investment for our capital, and a market for our agricultural 
products, shipping our surplus to England and other countries. 

I could spend profitably some time in quoting from the testimony of 
prominent Englishmen, including officials, facts pertinent and impor- 
tant, by way of vindicating the American principle of protection to home 
markets, but it is apart from my present purpose, and would take too 
much time. My main object is to lay before the people in form con- 
venient for circulation and reference testimony which can not be dis- 
puted, showing that the condition of trade and industry and agricult- 
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ally affected by the agricultural depression we have for some years been suffer- 
ing from, as both landlords and tenants have not had money tospend. The 
depression has since 1875 been uniform; no profit whatever is now got from a 
great portion of thetrade, There are thirteen paper mills now left as azainst fif- 
teen in 1870, bat in the last fifteen years there have been fourteen failures 
among those fifteen mills, some having failed more than once. 


How delightful it would be to the paper manufacturers of the United 
States, and those who depend upon them for wages and employment, 


to be put on the Exeter basis! 


This continued depression is imputed to the factory act, and to fall 
in prices due to foreign competition. 

Greenock. Industries: Sugar-refining, ship-building and marine en- 
gineering and ship owning. 

In sugar-refining depression is reported. They say: 

The refiners have not only had to contend with the losses arising from the 
diminishing value of sugar, but they have also had to meet the competition of 
foreign refiners, who, through the assistance of export bounties, are enabled to 


pay the cost of sending their refined sugars to this country, and at the same 
time to undersell the British refiners in their own home market. 


As to ship-building: 


The gross value has decreased largely ; contracts have been lately taken at such 
extreme low prices in order to keep works open asto yield practically no profit. 
The number of workmen at present and for the last two years employed in this 
trade and subsidiary trades has largely decreased. It is reckoned that during 
the last period of depression, which culminated in 1879, the workmen then em- 
ployed did not exceed 60 per cent.of the number employed in 1874. In 1882~'s3 
the gross number employed did not rise to the amount of 1874, but in 1885 the 
number is fewer than in 1879, the total being estimated at not more than 57} per 
cent. of the number employed in 1874, 


As to ship-owning: 


Profits have been diminishing, especially since 1882, until now they are al- 
most nil, and if shipping property were to be realized heavy losses would be 
sustained. Fewer men are employed than formerly. 

As to sugar refining: 

The depression began about 1875. It is worse now than ever. A profninent 
symptom is that from time to time works are shut up,and never for years have 
all the refineries in Greenock been working at the same time. 

As to ship-building: 

The depression began about two yearsago. Most prominent symptoms are 
want of work by both employers aud workmen; many workmen idle, ete. 

The remedy recommended as to sugar refining is— 

That the artificial help our foreign competitors get from export bounties 
should be withdrawn, This could be done either by the imposition of counter- 
vailing duties, which we do not desire to be resorted to, or by our government 
using strong diplomatic action to persuade the foreign governments to adopt 
free trade. A perfect cure for our grievance would be the abolition of sugar 
duties all over the world! 

They complain, and this is significant, that their ship-building in- 
dustry is depressed— 

Because since 1882 the continental orders have ceased; the ship-owners of 
Germany, France, Italy, and of the countries which were the principal cus- 
tomers of Greenock builders have now ceased to order vessels in Great Britain 
to the same extent as formerly, and for the following reasons: 

l'irst Because under the conditions of the subventions granted under color 
of mail service and under direct bounty inducements it is more profitable or 
obligatory to have the vessels constructed in their own countries. 

second. Because under the above conditions, and in I'rance especially, under 
the stimulus of direct bounties given to the ship-builders, a large number of 
powerful ship-building yards have sprung into existence on the continent, e4- 
pable of furnishing all the tonnage required, 

This is worth a second thought in connection with the policy of the 
Democratic party of refusing any assistance or encouragement to Ameri- 
can steam-ship lines. 

Hartlepools, Industries: Ship-building, engine-building, timber, 
saw-mills, iron manufacturing, timberand grain exports, ship-owning, 
cement manufacturing, wood-pulp making, coal and glass exports: 

All the industries in this district are depressed at present. The present de- 
pression began in 1883, and is now atthe lowest point. Nosignof any improve- 
ment, 

They impute this to foreign competition and foreign tariffs. 

ifeckmondwike. Industries: Blanket and carpet manufacturing, 
principally; also, rags and cloths: 

In 1874 and 1875 it gradually grew worse. The depression continued until 
1880, when there oceurred an American boom which temporarily lifted prices 
and induced activity; 1880 to 1885 progressively bad and unprofitable years. 
Prices continuously drooping. 

The carpet trade of this district, which is distinet from that of Halifax and 
Kidderminster, is very depressed from the following causes: First— 

The important market of Canada has been taken away from us by the en- 
couragement given to manufacturers in that country by the excessive duty 
levied on our goods, 

If Canada had been as near to the mother country as poor Ireland, 
her industries would have been stifled generations since, and Heck- 
mondwike would not have had this cause of complaint. They say that 
they anticipatean improvement for the reason, among others, that there 
is a great improvement in the United States, and it is sure to react on 
their markets. They complain of foreign tariffs and foreign competi- 
tion, including colonial competition. They say: 

Indeed, these foreign and colonial manufacturers are often Englishmen who 
sc> their way to make money abroad more than at home. 

This circular was also addressed te the Huddersfield Chamber of 
Commerce. Huddersfield comprises thirty-four townships, an area of 
68,884 acres, and a population in 1881 of 156,504 people. Its industries 
are woolen and worsted manufactures, dyeing and finishing, cotton spin- 
ning, woolen and Angora yarn spinning, chemical manufactures, and 
machine making. 
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The Huddersfield yarn spinners under date of September 29, 1835 
addressed a letter to the chamber of commerce in which they say: 


We, the undersigned yarn spinners, beg to impress upon your notice the se- 
rious depression which has now existed for so longa period in the yarn-spin- 
ning trade of this district. As there is now a commission appointed to inquire 
into such depression, we ask you in returning answers for this center not to 
overlook or ignore the serious depression and decline this industry has fallen 
into, and more especially as this decline has taken place in the face of an ever- 
increasing importation of foreign yarns. 


’ 


Anothercommunication upon the same subject, dated October 7, 1885, 
contains the following sad statement of depression and ruin, notwith- 
standing the operation of the blessed free-trade principle, ‘‘ Buy where 
you can buy the cheapest and sell where you can sell the dearest: ”’ 

As a proof of the deplorable state this trade has been in for the past fourteen 
or fifteen years we most respectfully beg to inform you that we hold a list of 
over fifty firms of spinners who have been ruined and brought into the bank- 
ruptey court during that period. This list can be produced for your perusal, if 
required. The sole cause we think of the unprofitableness in the yarn trade is 
brought about by the large imports of foreign yarns which is monthly increas- 
ing, and gradually beating down the home spinner in our market, while we are 
debarred by high tariffs from exporting coarse yarns, which our machines are 
eminently adapted for producing cheaply. The foreign spinner comes here in 
times of depression and realizesbis yarnat under cost of production to the great 
loss and embarrassment of the home spinner. 

They say: 

The productions of other countries, and even of our own colonies, have much 
to do with the present depression. 

The answers of the committee of the East India and China trade sec- 
tion of the incorporated Chamber of Commerce of Liverpool, after re- 
ferring to the effect of the demonetization of silver as the cause of the 
depression of trade in Europe and America, say: 

Low prices have led to overproduction and efforts to make small profits on a 
large turn over, and the result has been loss. Hy all means let us have free 
trade, but bounties should be met by countervailing duties, and hostile tariffs 
on English goods should not be countenanced in commercial treaties. 

They want free trade, if they can get it, thus to break down the 
manufacturers in other countries and control the markets of the world; 
but if they can not have free trade they want protection. Certainly. 
We do not intend they shall have free trade so far as the United States 
is concerned, if the Republican party can prevent it. 

Laneashire. Sugar refiners’ association report sugar-refining industry 
depressed: 

For twenty years it has suffered from foreign bounties. The manufacture of 
loaf sugar has been extinguished for at least ten years, and that of moist sugar 
is suffering most acutely at the present time. Refining trade suffers from a 
large importation of bounty-fed refined sugar. This condition might be met 
by diplomatic action; failing this, by countervailing duties. 

3y this is probably meant ‘‘ diplomatic action ’’ similar to the at- 
tempt to force free trade in fish on the United States by the ontrage- 
ous and abusive treatment of our fishing vessels and fishermen at sea 
by the Canadian authorities. 

Liverpool. The seed-crushing trade: 

There had been long-continued depression until July and August lasi, when, 
owing to prospective short supplies of seed from Russia, our markets became 
more active, 

They attribute depression to overproduction in part. 

The want of demand on the one hand, induced from the farmer's poverty, 
and, on the other hand, foreign competition. From ail parts of the world we 
now receive cattle-feeding cakes at the mill, and we are unable, owing to for- 
eign tariffs, to obtain any advantage by selling our oi] in the markets of our 
competitors. 

Now, I ask attention to what follows here from Liverpool as to the 
watchmaking trade. There is hardly a man in the Senate who docs 
not remember the time when Liverpool watches were regarded as 
among the best and filled this country. My friend from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] carries one now. 

Liverpool. Watch manufactures: T. R. Russell, a representative 
watch magufacturer of Liverpool, makes this statement as to the manu- 
facture of watches. It is pathetic, and I give it with fullness. He 
Sys: 

Watch manufacturing was formerly of special importance; it is now of little 
importance in Liverpool. Thirty years ago the amount of capital invested was 
probably two hundred thousand to three hundred thousand pounds, Probably 
eighteen hundred operatives were employed in the various branches. At pres- 
sent I do notthink there are two hundred, mostly of] men, and none or few 
apprentices being taken. 

The bulk of the operatives before dying suffered greatly, became casual dock 
laborers, and entirely sunk in the social seale. The production has of course 
fallen in proportion to the diminished labor and capital employed, both being 
about one-tenth of what it was thirty years ago. Thirty years ago four-fifths of 
the large number of watches made in Liverpool were exported to the United 
States. This trade has been entirely killed by the increased American tariff. 
In fact it may be said that whatever an English watch can be sold abroad for, it 
is thus excluded or crippled while the home market is flooded with American 
and Swiss surplus stock, 

This is the condition of the watch-manufacturing industry of Liv- 
erpool because of the encouragement given in America by the protect- 
ive system to the watch-manufacturing industry here, and to-day we 
make as cheap watches as can be found in the world, and the market 
of England is supplied with them as well as the markets in othercountries. 

We have now fifty or sixty watch factories giving steady and remu- 
nerativeemployment to many thousands of skilled workmen and others, 
and there are no better watches in the world. 

In Geneva, Switzerland, last summer I asked the hotel proprietor to 


point out to me the portion of the city where I could look at watches, 
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and, approaching it, the first sign 1 saw was one high up, ina language 
I could understand, bearing thes: ar words, ** Waltham v : 
ind the Waltham watches were especially advertised in | of 
reat utility. 
Mr. Russell itinues not American test 
pi blican speec h upon the fiects of free trade 
! ve tl itch trade, not in Liverpool only, but in ¢ 
doi smo lepressed now t natany period witl i the j 
» fa 3 I have -d it by tradition from father and 
their In is a dying industry. The depress began W 
tnit S St raised ‘their tariff, and is at th ‘ 
foes not go any lower rhe wag have been pretty we i 
t t bulk of the op tives have been wiped out of the t 
By all means let us adopt the Democratic policy and build up the 
ch trade of Liverpool, Coventry, and London and destroy « 
Luton (comprising parts of Bedtordshire, Hertfords! Bu 
hamshire, and a part of Essex Industries: Straw-plaiting and manu 





( 
facturing of straw-plaits into hats and bonnets. Two-thirds home 
trade, one-third foreign. Straw plaits to Germany 
France. ‘* Decrease in regard to the making of straw-plaits, an 


in regard to the importation of foreign plaits.’’ Depression 








scontined 


to straw-plaiting. From 1871 to the present date, prices not remuner- 
ative. They say 

In negotiating foreign tariffs insist upon the duties being « lerably m 
fied, and, if possible, annulled and removed in relation to our iLind 





Certainly. Why not? 

Macclesfield. The silk industry, including the sewing 
of waste and raw silk and power-loom weaving; also the manufactu 
of union tablets, such as cotton and silk, and spun and pure silk, and 
the dyeing of silk: 

Thrown silk has in past years been largely exported to Amer 
tinent of Europe, but its reduced production to-day indicates - d Z 
limited demand both at home and in Europe. 

In a note they say: 

The exportation as regards America has almost entire! ! s 
quence of the duty of 35 per cent.; annually less. 

As regards manufactured goods, large 
America, France subsequently became a moderate customer ro 
portations to America are all but ni/, while perhaps 20 per cent 
nt abroad, 

In the last five years trade and industry has shown unmistakable 
prostration and decay. There have been fitfuland brief peri vival I 
n volume, gross value, net profit,and quantity of labor The 
crease of production is apparent. 

Prior to 1860 the trade of Macclesfield was 
fifty-five mills, with an approximate of 14,000 hands 
was great depression. The fifty-five mills were redu 
hands employed were reduced from 14,000 to 5,000. Tl 
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spinning | 


From that day to1870there | 


ciation of property, and over two thousand houses being vacant within the bor- | 
ough. During the Franco-German war, when all the continental f 
1aobilized, we enjoyed a uniform prosperity—1570 to 1876—but since 


date the silk industry has gradually languished, and at the presentti 
over thirty mills closed entirely. 
What an unmixed and uniform blessing free-trade is to England! 


Chey impute their loss to foreign tariffs. 
Manchester. Industries: Coal, copper, 
chemicals. 
Eighteen hundred and sixty-five to 1869 so unsatisfactory that the 


iron, machinery, coal, and 








Manchester Chamber of Commerce reported at the close of 1569— 
The extreme depression of trade has resulted in an extent of disasters almost 
ithout parallel within the history of our commerce. In this year alone up 

wards of eighty spinners and manufacturers in this district failed, while those 


whose wealth enabled them to avoid ruin were left with crippled means and 

eatly depreciated property. Such property felltoa third and in some casesto 
a fourth of its former value, and was even at times unsalab! Many mill own- 
ers In apparently affluent circumstances were driven to seek for subsistence in 
subordinate situations, and even in emigration. Destitution caused an enor 
mous advance in the poor rates, and in order to avoid liability to taxation in 
unworked fact ] il even sold for 
old metal. 

1870 to 1874: The first two years were prosperous ones. 
war.) The three following more or less unsatisfactory 
period was unsatisfactory, 
commercial circles occurred in 1875 and 1878. 
were, generally speaking, fairly profitable ones 
nessed steadily extending depression. 


What a wonderful, never-ending blessing, certain of beneficent re- 
sults, is free trade! 

In Great Britain in 1885 there were 42,000,000 cotton-using spindles; 
on the Continent, 22,500,000; in the United States, 12,660,000; in the 
East Indies 1,700,000. We want to use our vast cotton product in ou 
own country, and multiply our spindles to 42,000,000, and reduce Great 
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‘é Britain’s number to 12,660,000. It will not be done by the applica- 
% tion of the principle of the Confederate constitution to our economic 
4 system. 
os Let me give here the characteristics of the cotton trade as to profit 
a as given by Messrs. Filisons’ circulars, and they are authority and are 
reported by the Royal Commission: 
1865, Gloomy, but more encouraging at close, 
1866. Most disastrous. 


1867. 


1868. 


Most unsatisfactory. 


Not so unsatisfactory as 1367. 


1869. Unprofitable. . 
1870, Good. . 

1871, Unexampled prosperity (Franco-Prussian war 
1872. Unprofitable. 


a 1873. 
; 1874, 
1875. 


Not satisfactory. 
Dull. 
The vear closed unregretted. 
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Many very important failures in financial and other | 


upon the subject by the commission in its report, br 


it certainly was not caused by protection in England. 


Circulars were addressed to the different guilds and trade societies 








1d unions in the United Kingdom, representing workmen in every de 
partment of skilled labor, and their replies generally show long-con- 
tinued depression, and in them there is much of despondency and hx pe- 
lessness 


rhe reports and testimony obtained by this commission constitute a 
mine of great wealth in the way of information bearing uy 
of free trade, and one finds in them almost limitless vindication of the 
efficiency and utility of the American system. 

I will later in my remarks give the summing up of all tl 
it before that 


ars as the 





sire to show that, depressed during so many y¢ 
have been, agriculture has fared infinitely 
partment oflabor. I fancy the English farmer wouid 
all his heart if he could have a few years of A 

of the prosperity which that system has for so many years brought 


the American farmer. 
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Sir James Caird, the senior land commissioner for England, and a 
great authority, testified to the continual ession and 1 1 among 
the agricultural classes of England ifte: ng lt as to the 


different countries, he was asked 


Have you made any generalization of the resul 

Answer. Yes,I have. The present as compared with (en years ago as deduced 
by me from these figures, which I have already given, would show on an aver- 
age that the landlords have lost 30 per cent., the tenants 60 per cent., and the la- 
borers 10 per cent., and putting that into figures, it brings out that om £65,000,000 
of rental for the United Kingdom the landlords’ loss of 3 per cent. would be 
equal to about ),000,000, and the tenants’ 60 per cent., inasmuch as their income 
may be taken at half the rental, would be just the same; that is to say, @ per 
cent. onhalf the rental is also £20,000,000, With regard to the laborers there was 
a difficulty in estimating the amount of reduction, but I will place before your 
lordships the way in which I endeavored to arrive at it 
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1 ‘ing time to give his method, he estimates the reduction 
upon labor to be 10 per cent. of £: 3,000,000, which would be £2,800,000, 
and the total loss to the landed interest in spendable income for the last 
year, which was the year 1885, he figures at £42,800, 000, or $214,000,000 
in one year, one million more of annual loss to those engaged in agri- 
culture than all the sums collected last year by the Treasury from cus- 
toms duties. I wish every American farmer could read his testimony. 
How much of such ‘‘ blessing’’ does the American farmer want? For 
ten preceding years the annual loss in agriculture had been as great, 
and in one or two years greater than in the year to which I have called 
attention. 

Another item to which I desire for one moment to call attention is, 
that the number of applications for patents in Great Britain for 1854 
was 2,764; the number of patents granted 1,878; the average for five 
years down to 1859 was, applications 3,054, granted 2,020; the average 
for five years to 1864, applications 3,306, granted 2,084; for five years 
down to 1869, applications 3,668, granted 2,298; the average for five 
years down to 1874, applications 3,938, granted 2,693; for five years 
down to 1879, applications 5,052, granted 3,37 
years down to 1884, 8,122; the number granted is not given. This is 
absolutely trifling compared with the applications made and granted in 
the United States during the same years. 

Who will deny, in the face of these figures, the proposition that the 
** protective system,’’ encouraging the investment of capital, stimulat- 
ing home competition, has encouraged invention and made us to lead 
the world in patentable ideas and improvements ? 

I turn to the final report of the commission, where, with a strong 
bias of course toward England, and a desire not to injure national 
credit or to cripple the successful operation of free trade, the entire 
testimony and investigation of the commission is thus summed up. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator allow me to make an observation 
there? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand that the result of that comparison Jooking 
into English patents is made even more impressive by the fact that ac- 
cording to English law they give a patent to everybody who asks for 
it, while under our law the application for a patent is carefully ex- 
amined to see whether it infringes on one already granted. 

Mr. SPOONER. That intensifies the value of the contrast, and I 
thank the Senator from Massachusetts for the suggestion. 

Now here is the final report. I desire it to be remembered that it is 
a report of a commission of Englishmen, some of them noblemen, all 
of them prominent men, most of them members of the House of Com- 
mons and of the House of Lords, and their report is exceedingly sig- 
nificant: 

With very few exceptions trade is reported to bedepressed, and in many cases 
it is considered to be more depressed than at any previous period. The num- 
ber of workmen out of employment at the time when the answers were drawn 
up showed considerable variation according to the districts and trades to which 
they belonged, but there appears to have been a greater want of employment 
among the unskilled than among the skilled workmen. The rate of wages for 
time work appears on the whole to be slightly higher than the average of the 
last twenty years, but it is not now atits highestpoint. The rate for piece-work 
has diminished for nearly all cases. A reduction is reported in hours of work 
of from three to four hours a week during the last fifteen years. Both the quan- 
tity and the quality of the work produced have largely increased. Summariz- 
ing very briefly the answers which we received to our questions, and the oral 
evidence given before us, there would appear to be a general agreement among 
those whom we consulted. 

A. That the trade and industry of the country are in a condition which may 
be fairly described as depressed. 

b. That by this depression is meant a diminution and in some cases an ab- 
sence of profit, with a corresponding diminution of employment for the labor- 
ering classes, 

©. That neither the volume oftrade nor the amount of capital invested therein 
has materially fallen off, though the latter has in many cases diminished in 
yalue. 

D. That the depression above referred to dates from about the year 1875, and 
that with the exception of a short period of prosperity enjoyed by certain 
branches of trade in the years 1880 to 1883, it has proceeded with tolerable uni- 
formity and has affected the trade and industry of the country generaily, but 
more especially those branches which are connected with agriculture. 








These unimpeachable witnesses establish the existence of a condition 
which we do not wish to have duplicated in the United States. 

My friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who has had access toa 
later report than this, has brought to my attention this fact, that in 
the last year a single association of skilled workmen in Great Britain, 
the Organized Association of Engineers, paid out of their treasury, con- 
tributed ontof their earnings, $400,000 to keep from want the members 
of the association who were out of employment and who were compelled 
to rely upon such assistance to maintain themselves and their families. 
He also calls my attention to the fact that in that year the poor-rate 
of England paid by parliamentary grantamounted to $92,220,510, while 
all the money paid by Great Britain for educational purposes—and I 
wish I had time to read the items—amounted to only $27,224,910, 
and there never has been a time when there was a larger number of 
men out of employment, of both skilled and unskilled laborers, than to- 
day in free-trade Great Britain. 

The report continues: 

As regards the causes which have contributed to bring about this state of 
things, there was, as might be expected, less unanimity of opinion, but the fol- 
lowing enumeration will, we think, include all those to which any importance 


was attached: : 
First. Overproduction, 


3,379; the average for five | 





How is this? We have heard it claimed fora great many years that 
overproduction was due to the artificial stimulus given by protection. 
This contention ought to be forever silenced by this finding of the 
royal commission. 

Second. The continuous fall of prices caused by the depreciation of the stand- 
ard value, 

Third, The effect of foreign tariffs and bounties and the restrictive commer- 
cial policies of foreign countries in limiting our markets. 

No wonder Great Britain desires above all other things, save the ex- 
tinction of the spirit of liberty in Ireland, that the industries of the 
United States and other countries may be broken down that she may 
supply the world with manufactures. 

Fourth. Foreign competition, which we are beginning to feel both in our own 
and neutral markets, 

** The tariff is a tax!’ 

Fifth. An increase in local taxation and the burdens of industry generally. 

**Buy where you can buy the cheapest; sell where you can sell the 
dearest. ’’ 

This sweet-sounding formula of free trade has not diminished local 
taxation or lifted the burdens from industry generally in free-trade 
England apparently. 

Sixth. Cheaper rates of carriage enjoyed by our foreign competitors. 

It has been claimed that because of the tariff on iron and steel our 
rates of carriage were too high, and therefore we should let in at lower 
rates of duty the iron and steel products of other lands. England com- 
plains greatly of high rates of carriage and of discrimination, and con- 
cedes cheaper carriage to other countries, including the United States. 

Seventh. Legislation affecting the employment of labor in industrial under- 
takings. 

Eighth. Superior technical education of the workmen in foreign countries. 

This last is quite significant! Is not this remarkable as one of the 
causes for the continued and terrible depression reported by this royal 
commission ? 

1 can not follow the commission through its analysis, or attempted 
analysis, of causes. ‘Time will not permit. 

Dealing with the nature of the depression, after having established 
its existence, they say: 

Those who may be said to represent the producer have mainly dwelt upon 
the restriction and even the absence of profit in their respective businesses, It 
is from this class,and more especially from the employers of labor, that the 
complaints chiefly proceed. On the other hand, those classes of the population 
who derive their income from foreign investments, or from property not di- 
rectly connected with productive industries, appear to have little ground of 
complaint. On the contrary, they have profited by the remarkably low prices 
of many commodities. 

This is always so. Wages may go down among the American work- 
men to meet the wages of other lands, the standard of living may be 
reduced, but the mortgages upon their homes, the moneys they owe to 
those of fixed income, and the rate of interest will not: ga down. The 
money-lenders will profit, and they alone, ‘‘by the remarkably low 
prices of many commodities,’’ which are to follow the adoption of the 
Southern philosophy upon this subject. The report continues: 

We may therefore sum up the chief features of the commercial situation as 
being: 

A, A very serious falling off in the exchangeable value of the produce of the 
soil; 

B. And increased production of nearly all other classes of commodities; 

©. A tendency in the supply of commodities to outrun the demand ; 

D. A diminution i: the profits obtainable by production; and 

E. A similar diminution in the rate of interest on invested capital. 

The diminution in the rate of profit obtainable, from production, whether ag- 
ricultural or manufacturing, has given rise toa widespread feeling of depressio: 
among all the producing classes. Those, on the other hand, whoare in receipt o! 
fixed salaries, or who draw their incomes from fixed investments, have appa 
ently little to complain of, and we think that so far as regards the purchasin 
power of wages a similar remark will apply to the laboring classes. 

They find that there has been ‘‘ systematic overproduction continued 
during a long period, and resulting, according to the unanimous testi- 
mony of the witnesses who appeared before us, in little or no profit to 
the producing classes, ’’ 

What a mass of goods England must have accumulated through all 
these years of ‘‘ systematic overproduction,’’ which she holds ready to 
flood the American market with, at ruinous prices, the moment the 
principle of the Confederate constitution shall become the ruling prin- 
ciple in the United States ! 

Systematic overproduction for fifteen years in England in every de- 
partment almost of effort, we do not want the benefit of ! 

They say: 

We are disposed to think that one of the chief agencies which have tended 
to perpetuate this state of things is the protectionist policy of so many foreign 
countries, Which has become more marked during the last ten years than at 
any previous period of similar length. The high prices which protection se- 
cures to the purchaser within its protected area naturally stimulates produc- 
tion and impels him to engage in competition in foreign markets. he sur- 
plus production which can not find a market at home is sent abroad, and in 
foreign markets underseils the commodities produced under less artificial con- 
ditions. The natural growth of the industries of foreign countries, possessing 
in many cases the population and other resources required for successful manu- 
facturing enterprise, has al#o contributed to produce the same result. 


I call attention also to what this commission say in this final report 
in regard to their home market: 


We have, as above pointed out, suffered a serious loss in our purchasing 
power by reason of the deficient or unremunerative character of the produce 
of the soil. Sir James Caird estimates the loss in purchasing power of the 
classes engaged in or connected with agriculture at £42,800,000 during the year 
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including the United States, and instead of working up their own raw 
material they were steady customers of Great Britain’s manufactured 
products; but under the influence of protection these countries have 
become manufacturers instead of so great buyers, and England long 
since began to feel the change in her situation. Her manufacturers 
and labor suffer, while the manufacturers and labor of protected coun- 
tries prosper. 

To buy everything in the cheapest market, though not permitted to sell in 

he dearest, may be the best policy, so long as we can find other fields of equally 
remunerative employment for the home enterprise and industry which we dis- 
place in so doing, but no longer, for from the moment in which the combined 
effect of protective tariffs abroad and foreign competition at home limits our 
market, so as tocramp the full and free exercise of our industries, it begins to 
choke the living fountain of our wealth, our social well-being, and our national 
strength. We think the evidence is conclusive that during the past ten or 
twelve years this point has been reached, and that the adoption of a national 
policy suited to the changed conditions is imperatively demanded. 

Dunraven, however, wished it understood that he was not in favor 
of protection ! 

Our Democratic friends want free trade in the United States, or what 
is practically free trade, a tariff for revenue only, while very many in 
Great Britain are demanding in an essential and potential way protec- 
tion to her stagnant and decaying interests, and protection as a relief, 
the efficacy of which it doubts, to the labor which is now suffering in 
that country. 

I wish I might read some extracts on the subject of England’s ne- 
cessity for protection, and the fallacy of free trade, from the little book, 
‘‘A Forbidden Topic,’’ by Sir Edward Sullivan, but time will not 
permit on this occasion. 

In a recent article in the London Post he makes these suggestive 
comparisons, which are well worthy of attention: 

Under free trade the masses must get poorer, because they get less employ- 
ment. A well-known statistical work gives a comparison of the material prog- 
ress of France under protection and England under free trade. If there is any 
truth in figures it ought to startle us from our free-trade dream. 

The comparison is based on the returns of legacy duty: 

In 1826 England was 10s, a head richer than France. 

In 1850 England was 19s. a head richer than France. 

In 1877 England was 5s, a head poorer than France. 

France has 57 per cent.of her land under tillage, and it is increasing every 
year. 

The United Kingdom has 30 per cent. of land under tillage, and it is diminish- 
ing every year, but the population of England increases much more rapidly 
than the population of France. 

‘The commerce of England has increased 21 per cent. in ten years. 

The commerce of France has increased 39 per cent. in ten years. 

‘The commerce of the United States has increased 68 per cent. in ten years. 

The commerce of the world has increased 26 per cent. in ten years. 

So much for the blasting effect of free trade, 

Certain it is, from what I have shown, that free trade has not for 
many years been satisfactory in its effect in England, and that there are 
already signs of revolt among the English people against that system. 

While we all of both parties admit the necessity for a reduction in the 
revenues, and the Republican party stands pledged to a revision of the 
tariff, this is not a wise time, if one ever shall come, for the American 
people to follow the Southern Democracy and Northern doctrinaires and 
the importers into the experiment of free trade. 

The British diplomatic representatives reported from every nation on 
the habitable globe to the royal commission the condition of industry 
and trade, and a glance at their reports shows that with few excep- 
tions the general condition of nations in respect of trade was prosper- 
ous, while that of England was depressed. Set against this picture, 
drawn by the royal commission and the various bodies to whose testi- 
mony I have adverted, of England’s condition under free trade, the 
marvelous growth and prosperity, in the face of war and other adverse 
elements, of the United States under protection, and the object lesson 
thus afforded is unanswerable in favor of the protective system, and 
against our trying any experiment to hazard the well-being of labor 
and the growth and development‘of our country. 

The Democratic party will vainly attempt to convince the people that 
it is engaged in no free-trade crusade, and that the Mills bill is a pro- 
tective measure. If there is a people on the earth not liable to be mis- 
taken as to what constitutes free trade it is the English people. They 
know the article when they see it, and the joyful acclaim with which 
the merchants of England, burdened with the goodsof many years of 
“‘systematic overproduction,’’ hailed the advent of Mr. Cleveland’s 
message as a commercial deliverance to them will not be forgotten. 

The conspicuous English newspapers promptly welcomed it as free 
trade, and but for the fact that they soon ascertained that their en- 
thusiastic plaudits excited the suspicion of the American people, and 
tended to delay ‘‘the good time coming,’’ every newspaper in Great 
Britain would have been working enthusiastically to-day for Cleveland 
and Thurman and free trade. The prudent Englishmen, doubtless in- 
formed from America of its effect, warned English newspapers that it 
would not do. Therefore there appeared speedily the following in the 
London Pall-Mall Gazette: 

Free-traders would be well advised if they moderated the ecstacy of their jubi- 
lation over President Cleveland’s message. Every word which they say in its 


favor will be used as a powerful argument against the adoption of its recom- 
mendations, 


And later, on this side of the Atlantic, from the Halifax (Nova Scotia) 
Herald, the following: 
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There is siight doubt but that we Canadians will have adarge sympathy with 
President Cleveland’s candidature, and it would be unfortunate if any expres- 
sion of this sympathy on our part should serve to embarrass the Democratic 
party in those States where the real contest centers, The Southern States have 
very friendly feelings toward the Canadian Provinces, but they are already 
strong in their adhesion to the Democratic party. The present contest will be 
close. The odds are heavily in favor of the Republicans, but, inasmuch as we 
desire to see President Cleveland successful, it is most certainly advisable that 
the Canadian press should guard against embarrassing his party, and preclud- 
ing his success, by tendering his administration indiscriminate and fulsome 
compliment. 

So there came silence over the English press and the Canadian press, 
and while in the debate upon the Mills bill not one word was said in 
the House of Representatives by any man who favored it in support of 
the principle of protection, the Democratic party is engaged now from 
morning till night, from Monday till Sunday, in shouting throughout 
the United States that the English papers were mistaken; that the 
Canadian papers were mistaken; that England does not know free trade 
when she sees it; that the Democracy is not in favor of free trade, and 
that the Mills bill is a protective measure. 

3ut the wisdom of silence came to the English and Canadian press too 
late. Neither their sudden and continued silence after the first joyful 
outburst, nor the retaliation message of the President, whose purpose 
none have misunderstood, will drive from the minds of manufacturers 
and wage-workers and farmers in the United States the fact which 
stands boldly out and is palpable that the warmest adherents of the 
President’s policy, as indicated by his message, are the Southern De- 
mocracy, long ago committed by national platform and Confederate 
constitution to the principle of free trade, the New York importers, 
and England. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I presume it will be impossible for the Senator 
from Colorado to finish his remarks this evening. There is alittle ex- 
ecutive business that ought to be transacted. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have just a short executive session. It 
will not take three minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not wait until to-morrow ? 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to get in a report in executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Messachu- 
setts withdraw his motion to adjourn? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Wednesday, October 17, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Execulive nominations received by the Senate October 16, 1888. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
George Moorman, of Louisiana, to be United States marshal for the 
eastern district of Louisiana, vice Reuben B. Pleasants, deceased. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Capers D. Vance, of the Twenty-first In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, October 1, 1888, vice Wright, promoted. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Medical Department. 
Capt. Leonard Y. Loring. assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, October 9, 1888, vice Meacham, deceased. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Walter H. Wright, to be first lientenant, October 1, 
1888, vice Cushman, resigned. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE SERVICE. 
First Lieut. Joseph W. Congdon, to be a captain in the Revenue 
Service of the United States, vice Constable, deceased. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October 10, 1888. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Harry E. Shields to be receiver of public moneys at Seattle, Wash. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
George S. Duryee, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
James A. Moore, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Nevada. 
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TUESDAY, October 16, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBI 


Che Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and apprové 


UNLAWFUL REGISTRY OF VESSEI 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 





tl reasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Navigation 
in se to a resolution of the House calling for information rela- 
tive to alleged unlawful registry of vessels as vessels of the United 
State hich was referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fis! and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 11139) to 
authorize the building of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi 
Rtiver at La Crosse, Wis., with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. HUDD. Mr. Speaker, the amendments of the Senate are merely 
formal, and I ask unanimous consent that they be now concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments, 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Page 1, at the end of line 13, insert: “‘And there shall be submitted to the Sec- 
retary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing of the 
bridge, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 


mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the 








shore-lines at high and low water, the direction and strength of the curr at 
all stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the d of the stream, the 
location of any other bridge or bridges, and all other information require 

Page 1, line 17, after ‘‘ Wisconsin,” insert ‘‘and approved by the Secretar f 


War.” 

Page 2, strike out lines 12 and 13. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY FOR 1887. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
of the Senate authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies of tl 
annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1887. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. lIask unanimous consent that that concurrent 
resolution be now considered. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives « That there be 
printed 50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry for the year 1887, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the 


bers of the Senate, 27,000 copies for the use of members of the House of | 
sentatives, and 10,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of A 
the illustrations to be executed under the supervision of the Pub Prin ! 
accordance with the directions of the Joint Committee on Printing; the w < 
to be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, that provides for a liti 
50,000 copies, and the resolution should be self-appropriating. I have 
drawn an amendment, which I ask unauimons consent to have con- 
sidered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] that this concurrent resolution be 
now considered ? 

Mr. OATES. I should like to know what is the necessity for print- 
ing so large a number of copies of this document ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is the annual report of the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry, and the number is the same as was printed last year and 
the year before. The resolution last year was not self-appropriating; 
it was so the year before last, but this one is not, and therefore I have 
drawn an amendment to make it so, and also to change the concurrent 
resolution to a joint resolution. The estimate for this printing is 
$27,930 for an edition of 50,000 copies. 

Mr. OATES. This is not an agricultural report ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis notan agricultural report, but it is the 
report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, which bears the same rela- 
tion to live-stock that the agricultural report bears to agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments offered by Mr. RICHARDSON were read,.as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

‘And that there be and is he&®by appropriated out of any money inthe Trea 





ury not otherwise appropriated the sum of $27,930, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary for that purpose.” 
Also change the resolution from a concurrent to a joint resoluti 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution was passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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EAVE OF ABSEN‘ 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

lo Mr. Buiiss, indefinitely 

lo Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsyly i T ) n 
portant business 

To Mr. MANs ind 1 Oct : t 
por t sines 

INVI ( ( WASH A 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ap; ta rit 

ate t work upon the Was ton Aquec \ ) 

tw pas d this session, the gentleman from ¢ a. M ( 
the gentleman from Tennessee, M McMt ind t 2 
rom Kansas, Mr. RYAN 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 1 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

A bill (H. R. 1239) to extend the jurisdiction of the Lig 
Board to the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-sigual on 
Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 

A bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house at or near a yx 
about midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of 
New Jersey; 

A bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and 1 
Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of major; 

\ bill (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-savi 
light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 

4 bill (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims report: 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department 
\ bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 


ht-liou 





Carolina 
A bill (H. R. 7547) granting the right ef way to the Yankton and 
Missouri River Railway through the Yankton reservation in Bakot 
A bill (H. R. 7604) tor the establishment of a light-house and 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North C : 





or the estabDlishmento!l all 


A bill (H. R. 8855 


-signal at Sandy Hook, New York: 





fou 


A bill (H. R. 8674) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and ot 
A bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light p Great Rou 
near Nantucket, Mass. : 
A bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act « 1 1 in act t 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company te construct a 
1! s the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nat , In the st 
sas 
A bill (H. R. 11581) makings 1 approp ‘ ‘ 


the Chinese exclusion act: 


\ bill (S. 45) for the relief of Col. James C. Duan , 
A bill (S. 307) for the relief of Margar Kennedy; 

A bill (S. 1190) for the reliefof the estate of Joseph Fenno, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1137) for the relief of Adam L. Epley; 

At 1494 


vill (S. to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their 
proportion of certain proceeds of lands under the actof March 2, 1583 
A bill (S. 2110) granting the right of way for the construction of a 
railroad through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansa 
A bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary M 
Ord; 





A bill (S. 2802) to fix the number of unbound and bound Journals 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, and to provide for their 
distribution; 

A bill (S. 3433) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept 
the surrender of and cancel land-patents to Indians in certain cases 

A bill (S. 3559) to allow persons who have abandoned or relinquished 


their homestead entries to make another entry, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3597) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace mil- 
itary reservation, in Kansas; 

A bill (8S. 3620) supplementary to the act approved February 3, 1887, 
entitled ‘‘An act to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the decisions of ques- 
tions arising thereon;”’ 


‘ 


Joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 
ceive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Re- 
public a diploma conferring the decoration of commander of the Na- 
tional Order of the Legion of Honor. 


LAND OFFICE AT FOLSOM, N. MEX. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2040) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the 
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Territory of New Mexico, I desire to state it was agreed that the 
eastern half of New Mexico should be divided into two land districts, 
and the two bills for the creation of these districts should have passed 
at thesame time. During my absence last week one was passed. This 
is a Senate bill; and has been unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands of this House. 

The SPEARER. The bill will be read, after which there will be 
opportunity for objection 

‘The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to know whether this bill has been rec- 
ommended by the Department of the Interior? 

Mr. CONGER. It has been; and it has also been reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have already, if I remember correctly, estab- 
lished one additional land office for that Territory during this session. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman will allow me to state 
that I have talked on this subject with the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HotmAn] and also with the delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Jo- 
SEPH ], and they both favor the passage of the two bills. This bill 
should have gone through at the same time as the other. Both offices 
are necessary for the accommodation of that large Territory. 

Mr. McMILLIN, It seems to methat thisis arather sudden multi- 
plication of demands on behalf of that Territory. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It isa large Territory. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
will allow me to say to him that I had charge of making the report in 
this case at the instance of the Committee on Public Lands; and whilst 
I might agree with him that this would seem like multiplying offices 
(to which there may be some objection on the ground that probably it 
furnishes places for some appointees of the gentleman’s own party), at 
the same time the Department, in the report which I have examined, 
seems to favor the establishment of this office; at least it was stated in 
the report that the office is one which would accommodate the people 
of the Territory. I think the Department would approve of establish- 
ing this office. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘‘ Would approve?’’ 

Mr. JACKSON. I think I can say the Department does approve, 
because, although the request for information was not made in connec- 
tion with this bill, the Department in its answer upon another question 
stated that there was no objection to the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 1 think the bill itself ought to be referred to the 
Department before we enter upon an increase of offices. So far as con- 
cerns the remarks of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jackson], 
that this will give us some additional offices, I will say that we are not 
thirsting for any new offices beyond what the public interest demands. 

If the gentleman has no objection to letting this bill go over for the 
present, I will look into the matter between now and to-morrow morn- 
ing; and if it seems to me correct I shall make no objection to the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will not inter- 
pose objection this morning. This bill came over here from the Senate 
before the bill establishing the other land office, and the Delegate from 
the Territory [Mr. JosepH] wanted this bill referred until both could 
go through together. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to my friend that we are not now crowded 
with business, and this matter will keep, I suppose, until to-morrow. 
I think I must object to action on the bill now; but if, on examination, 
the measure seems to me correct, I shall not object to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects for the 
present. ‘The request will be considered as pending to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. 

Mr. OATES. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
presentation of reports. I do not suppose anybody wants to make any 
reports. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will that interfere with the regular order, which 
would be, I understand, the call of the Labor Committee? 

The SPEAKER, Itwill not. It is a means for getting at the hour 
for the consideration of bills reported from committees. 

‘The motion of Mr. OATES to dispense with the morning hour for the 
presentation of reports was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint resc- 
lutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Joint resolution (8. R. 115) authorizing the Departments of the Gov- 


ernment to use articles in their possession for exhibition at the Paris 
Exposition of 1889; and 
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Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Secretary of War to pro- 
tect the Washington Aqueduct tunnel. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The next businessin order is the consideration for 
one hour of bills reported from committees. 
WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 


Mr.SAYERS. A joint resolution in regard tothe Washington Aque- 
duct has come over from the Senate, and it is proper that the House 
take some action on it immediately. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be read and considered at the present time. Its immediate passage 
may be very necessary in order to preserve the aqueduct. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will eause the joint resolution to bo 
read, after which objection to its consideration will be asked for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S, R. 116) authorizing the Secretary of War to protect the Wash- 
ington Aqueduct tunnel. 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to use so much of any unexpended balance of appropriations for the 
work of the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, District of Columbia, as may be nec- 
essary, for the purpose of protecting and preserving the work already done 
upon said tunnel. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have an amendment to offer, which I think is 
im portant. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution : 

* That the joint select committee of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
authorized by concurrent resolution of Congress to make inquiry and report 
concerning all of the work and contracts therefor, on the Washington Aqueduct 
tunnel, and other matters in relation thereto, are hereby, in addition to the 
powers conferred by said concurrent resolution, authorized and directed in their 
discretion to inquire and report touching all plans and estimates prepared un- 
der the auspices of the Government for extending the water supply of Wash- 
ington City, and, finally, said committee may extend their inquiries as to any 
and all other matters concerning the extension of said water supply that may 
aid the Congress in ascertaining and fixing the responsibility for any misman- 
agement therein or for future construction and management thereof.’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama was recognized. 

Mr. OATES. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the Senate joint resolution, just reported from that body, author- 
izing the various departments of the Government named therein to 
send their exhibits to the Paris exhibition. It appropriates no money 
at all, I will remark, but simply authorizes the unexpended balance 
remaining over from the Cincinnati exhibition, if any, to be used for 
this purpose. It is important that it shall be passed now, if at all. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from [llinois has demanded 
the regular order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw the demand temporarily to hear what 
this is. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution called up by the gentleman 
from Mississippi will be read subject to objection. 

The joint resolution (S. 115) was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I must object. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will permit me to make a 
brief statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, well, I think wehad better proceed with other 
matters. 

Mr. HOOKER. This involves no appropriation, let me state. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to inquire then how this affair can be car- 
ried on without the expenditure of money? 

Mr. HOOKER. It only authorizes the appropriation of the unex- 
pended balance remaining over from the Cincinnati Exposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I object. There ought not to be a cent ex- 
pended for any such purposes. * 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the resolution I offered on 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged matter. 

Mr. OATES. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives. That the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized 
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The SPEAKER. That motion is in ord 
Mr. OATES. I would ask the gentleman tos 
the House the Comunittee on Ways nd Means it 
disappeared. Some of the members ar here, very and 
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it committee here now. 
Mr. OATES. That is not the committe 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam quite sure a quorum of that committe 
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ent, but I take it for granted that ifa resolution of tl character 
referred to that committee, it being the leading committe f the Hou 
its members would feel that it was their duty to have aquorum to con 
sider that resolution. I have no doubt a quorum i be had 


twenty-four hours. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, a resolution for adjournment was intr 
duced and referred to that committee 


Mr. FARQUHAR. And kept there. 





;CORD—HOUSE. 


* them in this resolution 





Mr. OATES. And that committee never reported it. It is well 


known that a caucus of the majority side of the House considered 





vailed for fifty years, perhaps throu 


and that action was satisfactory to me; but it did not change my opinion 
respecting the purpose of the resolution; and yet I acquiesced as cheer- 
fully as any man could. And, sir, in answerto the point made by the 


gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON ] as to the « 
ferring such resolutions to the Committee on Ways and Means, I may 
say that there is nothing in the rules of the House which 1 


suppose it was that fact 


resolution of that character to go to that committee. There is noth- 


ing in the definition of the jurisdiction of that or any other committ 
of this House which would render it necessary for that resolution 





go there. But, sir, 1am notdisposed to depart from the custom if that 


committee were here. It is known to all that 
of that committee here. There is not a quorum of any committee 
this House present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg the pardon of the gen 














on, and no 


bama. I have the honor to be a member on a committee, and I know 


it has a quorum present. 
Mr. WHEELER. I have a committee, and there is a quorum of th 
committee present. 





re the Presiden 
ceomplished by continuing this 


now towar any char 


ter 18s Cert! 


Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; of little committees of five or seven mem- 


bers there may be a quorum present. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Icould not permit the statement of the 


—— 1 ; 
is to be hope 


and I believé 


legislation can 





tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs], that there was not a quorum of 


any committee present, to go unchallenged. 


Mr. OATES. Oh, well—— 

The SPEAKER. A motion to referis not debatable, except by v 
of the House 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, if the g: 
man from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] will permit me, I will a 
order to postpone the motion to refer until to-1 row 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no instance where a mot 
to recommit has been postponed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not make the motio1 
postpone the reference. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry : 
whether a motion to postpone the consideration of that reso! ution 
the motion for a reference would be in order? 

TheSPEAKER. A postponement of the motion to refer would | 
the resolution still pending for consideration in the House 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to postpone the co1 
sideration of the resolution and the motion made by the gentler 











from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON] to refer it to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 


ex pressed 













HEELER. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will examine the rules in reference to 


the motion. 





SPEAKER. 





























neers 
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mands the regular order. The resolution is not debatable, and no sub- 
stitute can be offered at this time, because there are two motions pend- 
ing, both of which have priority over amendments. Oneis the motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Ways and Means, and the 
other is the motion to postpone its consideration until to-morrow. The 
question is first on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1nGore], at 
my request, withdraws the demand for the regular order for a moment, 
and in that moment I desire simply to say a word, in order that there 
may be no misunderstanding of the motives of the Ways and Means 
Committee in declining to report back the adjournment resolution 
which was introduced by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs]. 
I should not comment upon that now but for the fact that the gentle- 
man has spoken of that resolution and of the action of the party in 
reference to it. 

Mr. OATES. Which I said disposed of it in a manner satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes. It is, however, proper for me to state that 
it was the concurrent judgment of this side of the House, after that reso- 
lution was introduced and after mature deliberation, that the resolu- 
tion should not be reported favorably, and I undertake to say that 
there is not a member on this side of the House, I undertake to say 
that there is not a gentleman in the United States agreeing with us 
in political views, who will not say to-day that the action of the Ways 
and Means Committee in refusing to report that resolution, and the 
action of the party in declining to adjourn, was as wise as it could 
have been. We would have adjourned, leaving the Senate without 
having reported any tariff bill whatever, and with the bill which the 
House presented to fire at during the balance of the campaign; whereas 
we now have their admission that there ought to be a reduction of the 
revenue to the amount of at least $70,000,000. 

Mr. OATES. I want to interrupt the gentleman to ask him to make 
a little exception to his broad statement. There are gentlemen who 
think it would have been wise to have adopted the resolution at that 
time. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I did not know that. I thought the gentleman 
from Alabama himself said he thought the action then taken was proper. 

Mr. OATES. I said that I did not blame the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, because the matter was considered in caucus, and I acquiesce 
cheerfally in the action of the caucus, but it did not change my opinion 
at all. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. There 
is no use in disclosing the secrets of our organization here. [Laugh- 
ter. } 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The question is 
on the motion to postpone the consideration of this resolution until to- 
morrow, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 23, noes 21. 

So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers relating to the bill (H. R. 777) to com- 
pensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the mil- 
itary authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Station, Wyoming, and for loss 
of property taken by Sioux Indians. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills reported 
from committees begins at fifteen minutes before 1 o’clock. The call 
rests with the Committee on Labor. . 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question, if the House should not ad- 
journ, is upon the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PLUMB] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 29, noes 21. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 16 (more than one-fifth of the last 
vote) voting in favor thereof. 

The que tin was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
27, nays 31, not voting 266; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 


Breckinridge, Ky. Howard, Montgomery, Sowden, 
Campbell, Ohio Hutton, Oates, Stone, Ky. 
Clements, Kilgore, Penington, Tillman, 
Forney, Lanham, Richardson, Turner, Ga, 
Grimes, Latham, Rogers, Walker, 
Hall, Mansur, Rusk, Wheeler. 
Hooker, MeMillin, Sayers, 

NAYS—31. 
Abbott, Farquhar, Hopkins, N. Y. Rockwell, 
Bayne, Fuller, Jackson, Ryan, 
Bound, Gest, ° McRae, Scull, 
Bunnell, Harmer, Milliken, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell, F., N.Y. ee ; Morrill, Vandever, 
Conger, Henderson, lowa Nelson, Warner. 
Dingley, Hermann, Nutting, White, N.Y. 
Dougherty, Hiestand, Plumb, 
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Adams, 

Allen, Mass, 
Allen, Mich, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Ill. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Bacon, 

Baker, N. Y. 
Baker, Ill. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Barry, 

Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark, 
Brewer, 
Brower, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Cariton, 

‘aruth, 

‘aswell, 
‘atchings, 
Sheadle, 
‘hipman, 
Jardy, 

ark, 

‘obb, 

Yockran, 
togswell, 
Yollins, 
‘ompton, 


) «rT, 
Jothran, 
Cowles, 
Cox, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 


Kamer A AA AAA 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. LANHAM 
ing of the names. 


NOT VOTING—266. 


Crouse, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 

Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala. ~ 


Davidson, Fla, \ 
ax 


Davis, 

De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
French, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 

Gear, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
lieard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Henderson, Ill. 
Herbert, 
Hires, 

Hitt, 

Hogg, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Houk, 
Hovey, 
Hudd, 
Hunter, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Johnston, N.C. 
Jones, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 


Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 

La Foliette, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lane, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 
Lehibach, 
Lind, 
Lodge 
Long, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Martin, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McCullogh, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Neal, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 


O’ Neall, Ind. 


O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pideock, 
Post, 
Pugsiey, 
Randall, 


Rayner, 
Reed, 

Rice, 
Robertson, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Ml. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Traeey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vance, 

Wade, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 

West, 

White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


. lIask unanimous consent to dispense with the read 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. LANHAM. 


I ask unanimous consent that the pairs be inserted 
in the REcoRD without being read by the Clerk. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
The following-named members were paired on all political questions 


until further noti 


Mr. DARGAN with Mr. Grovr. 


ce: 


Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. SPooNER. 


Mr. HoLMAN with Mr. JonnsTon, of Indiana. 


Mr. Cops with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. FuUNSTON. 
Mr. McCrREARY with Mr. Crouse. 


Mr. CARUTH with Mr. HUNTER. 


Mr. HAYES with Mr. KERR. 


Mr. BLount with Mr. Russe, of Connecticut. 


Mr. FoRAN with Mr. HIgSTAND. 
Mr. Matsu with Mr. LEHLBACH. 
Mr. NEAL with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. BRYCE with Mr. GAINES. 


Mr. JONES with Mr. BOWDEN. 


Mr. ELLiotr with Mr. BINGHAM. 


Mr. CoLiins with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. BRowNE, of Indiana. 


Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. 


Mr. Compton with Mr. Gorr. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 


Mr. Hatcu with Mr. Srewart, of Vermont. 


Mr, WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. 


Mr. RANDALL with Mr. LopGE. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. GROSVENOR. 


—— 


g 
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: Mr. 
% Mr. 

Mr. 
i Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Cox with Mr. 
MATSON with 


FRENCH with 
O’NEALL, of I 


DAVIDSON, 
HENDERS 


ON, 


McMILLIN with Mr. Br 
Crisp with Mr. REED. 


of 
of North Carolina, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





RROWS. 


CANNON. 
Mr. Hovey. 


WILKINS with Mr. Lona. 
MILLs with M 


r. KELLEY. 
Mr. STEPHENSON. 
ndiana, with Mr. FINLEY. 


McCLAMMY with Mr. OSBORNE. 


Florida, with Mr. WEBER. 


with Mr. FLoop. 


Mr. ENLOE with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr, WIL30n, of Minnesota, with Mr. ATKINSON, 
Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. McKINNEY. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
: Mr. 
i Mr. 
Mr. 
j Mr. 

The SPEAKER. 
27, noes 31. 

Mr. OATES. 


TAULBEE witl 


LAWLER Ww 
Dt 
ANDERSON, of 
O’NEILI 
VANCE with 
MANSUR with 
WILKINSON W 


ERMENTROUT 


GLOVER with 


COWLES with 
NEWTON with 
GLASS with 
LATHAM with 
McSHANE wit 


McApboo with 


CLARDY with 


SNYDER with 


GAS SRS: 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. LANHAM. 


Mr. WHEELER. 





Mr. DINGLEY. 
go away themselves. 
Mr. OATES. 


CULBERSON with Mr. BAKER, 
STONE, of Missouri 


ith Mr. 
IN with Mr. I 


MACDONALD w 


Mr. Ker 


LYNCH with Mr. 
WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. Houk. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL. 
PIDCOCK with Mr. PHELPs. 

DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. 

CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

HOWARD with Mr. HopkIns, of Illinois. 

MORSE with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 
BLANCHARD with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. 
GRANGER with Mr. Ro 
BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
O’FERRALL with Mr. MASon. 
Biaa@s with Mr. Morrow. 


of Illinois, 
with Mr. WILLIAMS. 


i Mr. FARQUHAR. 
SEYMOUR 
WELL. 


Illinois, with Mr. DALZELL, 
ith Mr. JoHN R. BRowN., 


of Missouri, with Mr. CONGER. 
CHIPMAN with Mr. ARNOLD. 
LANDES with Mr. McCorMICK. 


AT, 
at, 


MOrFirTr. 
Mr. SAWYER. 
ith Mr. NICHOLS. 


FISHER with Mr. Brower. 


with Mr. GALLINGER. 


RAYNER with Mr. De LANo. 
Norwoop with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. Coorer. 
DiBBLE with Mr. BELDEN 
DocKERY with Mr. WARNER. 


Mr 
Mr 


rirompson, of Ohio. 
FELTON. 

HAM, 

Mr. GEST 


SHIVELY with Mr. OWEN. 
h Mr. LAIRD. 
MAHONEY with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 


Mr. BRUM™M. 
YARDLEY. 


KWELL. 


Mr. WADE. 


STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 
FoRD with Mr. GUENTHER. 


Mr. Yosr. 


DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
Rusk with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN 

ByNuM with Mr. STEELE. 

CANDLER with Mr. BREWER. 

BoUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

SPINOLA with Mr. THomAs, of Wisconsin. 
Trmotuy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEST. 
BACON with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
Hoee with Mr. Post. 

SIMMONS with Mr. Josepu D. TAYLOR, 


The House refuses to adjourn, there being—ayes 


No quorum has voted. 

Having endeavored to induce the House to adjourn 
and having failed in that I now ask leave to adjourn myself; in other 
words, I ask leave of absence for the remainder of the session. 


The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


I make a similar request for indefinite leave of 
absence after to-morrow. 
I think all these gentlemen should make a speech 

on the Senate tariff bill before they go away. 


Gentlemen will not let us adjourn and yet they 


I am in favor of adjournment myself. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. | proceeded to consider the bill. 


























Mr. PUGH. 

report favorably, without amendment, the bill 

| removal of the political disabilities of Theodore 
| I ask for the present consideration of the bill 





I am instructed by the Committe 


ss. Be. 
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Lewis, of 


on the Jud 
10735 


Lor 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask, by unanimous consent, to substitute a 
resolution—— 

The SPEAKER. The r 1 has just disclosed the fact that there 
is no quorum in the House, and no business can be tf d ¢ 
pt to order a call of the House or to adjourn, and to 

journ has just been voted down 

Mr. LANHAM, I move there bea of the H 

The House divided: and th ré 1 1 

So the motion was agreed to 

Mr. McMILLIN. 1 move the House d ‘ 

The House divided; and there were—ay 

Mr. JACKSON demanded the y 
withdrew the demand. 

So the motion was agreed to; and ac lo i ll 
minutes p.:m.) the House adjourned 

PETI I 

The following pet tions and papers were Is 1 on the Cler des] 

under the rule, and referred as follows 

Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of citizens of Clarke, Frederick, Wa 
wick, and Dinwiddie Counties, Virginia, in favor of pure food, dr 
and lard—to tae Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of citizens of North Barton and of 
Natural Bridge, N. Y., in favor of pure food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of citizens of Beaufort, Carteret, be 
tie, and Craven Counties, North Carolina, in favor of pure food, drug 
and lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, October 17, 1888. 
Prayer by Rev. HERMAN 8. Cook, of Wayn yrough, Pa. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
7 : ] 5 I 
PETITIONS AND MEM( IAI 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore pre ted a petition of the Workin 
men’s League of America, urging consideration of the construction ¢g 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to the act of March 3, 1881, relat 
to the surplus; which was referred to the Committee on Fi ‘ 

He also presented a petition of the Nineteenth Illinois Vet 1 4 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the bill to ret \ 
S. Rosecrans with his late rank of major-general in the A | 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the memorial of John Cowdo 
Orl La., relating to the bridging of the Mi I 

I yve that the m rial be referred to the ¢ ! 

i] ement of the Mississippi River, and as it is ! 
| consent that it may be inserted in the Recor! 
j (he memorial was referred to the Committee on the Im] 
of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed in the R ? 
} rt I 
' ow 
- r P 
i es ile a i f ike 
S ns of bridges are o expensive Phey retard the fre tf 
i rreater overflows, and aré structions to th 
of all our rivers, greatly increasing the « t of transportation 
the plans herewith presented will be found a remedy for all t 
i evils so detrimental to the people of the United States of Am« 
aterial proposed to be used for the ar ‘ i give mor 
the strength ever required. 
| fhe sbutments will be as solid as rock, and \ ta t! t 
i rock can resist. 

rhe other and only remaining difficulty has been in raising t! i 
| by the plans I shall adopt there will be no more liculty on that ; t 
| have engineers had in raising spans 200 feet long and 50 feet high 
} If desired, the arches for the 3,000 and 2,500 foot spans could be lowered 
i feet, respectively, as seen by lines A and B from the elevation as « \ 

i Id cost from $75,000 to $100,000 more i the bridges wou 

i stronger, when the cost of putting upthe ar $ AS proposes pul 

| more than the spans 50 and 30 feet lower 

The estimates for the abutments and arch y 
part of the expense, and will be fully tv ‘ 
be mistaken on the other part of the work (for! |! ‘ 
an accurate estimate), and it should cost as muc ~ ches 
then such bridges would not cost tha . « 
length of span now cost on any : ‘ t s i 
are designed to have double railroad t space ‘ 
wagon-road and two footways 

In order to test this plan I intend to build a n brid e ra 
road track to be 100 feet above high-wat Mis tive 
at Natchez, and at the « nd sess 1s rt 
authority to do so 

Respectfully submitted 

T IHN COW DOO’ 
THEODORE LEWIS. 


By unanimous consent, theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed—two- thirdsof the Sena- 
tors present voting in the affirmative. 
BILL INTRODUCED, 


| 


OCTOBER 17, 


A bill (S. 11139) to — the building of a bridge or bridges 
across the eR i River at La Crosse, Wiz. ; 
A bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 





| the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Irvine and 
Beatty vill 2 Railroad Company; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Secretary of War to pro- 
tect the Washington Aqueduct tunnel. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON BUSINESS OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I would thank the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] to yield until I can secure an order. The select committee 


| appointed during the last Congress to examine the methods of con- 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3640) | 
to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 858, 861, and 862 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia 

Al. REPRESENTATIVES OF ELIZA M. FERRIS. 
Mr. SAWYER. I wish to withdraw a motion I entered yesterday 


to reconsider the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Eliza M. Ferris. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 


| ducting business in the Executive Departments may desire to obtain 


some reports from the Departments in regard to the methods of business 


| and any changes or improvements made in them. 


the motion entered by the Senator from Wisconsin to reconsider the | 


bill named by him will be withdrawn. 
AWARDS UNDER MEXICAN TREATY. 


Mr. MORGAN. LIask for the present smeliention of the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations, or any subcommittee 
thereof charged with the investigation of ‘the claim of La Abra Silver Mining 
Company against Mexico, have leave to sit in the recess of the Senate and con- 
duct such investigation in Washington City or in the city of New York, and 
the powers given to said committee under existing resolutions of the Senate 
may be exercised in the recess of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BROWN. Iama member of that subcommittee. I have no 
objection to the passage of the resolution, but I desire to give notice 
now that I can not attend its sittings during the recess. 

Mr. MORGAN. Only formal sittings will be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT prétempore. If there is no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me to call 
up a bill to grant the rightof way overan Indian reservation, a House 
bill reported unanimously from the Committee on Indian Affairs by 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SAsrn], who left it with his 
colleague [Mr. Davis]. The junior Senator from Minnesota was 
watching for an opportunity all day yesterday to call up the bill, but 
had to leave, and he asked me to call it up for him. It will not take 
long. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the revenue bill be taken up first. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in rela- 
tion to the collection of the revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to yielding to the request of the 
Senator from Oregon, unless debate shall follow on the bill he wishes 
to call up. 

Mr. DOLPH. If it does I shall not insist upon its consideration. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SIOUX RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill the considera- 
tion of which is requested by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLru] 
will be stated. 

The Curer CLerK. A bill (H. R. 7964) granting to the Aberdeen, 

3ismarck and Northwestern Railway right of way across a portion of 
the Sioux reservation, in Dakota Territory. 

The PRESIDENT protempere. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending order, being the unfinished business, 
may be informally laid aside to enable him to ask for the consideration 
of the bill the title of which has been read. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be read at length for information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK,its Clerk, 


announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fqllowing en- 


rolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 


A bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor; 





[ therefore ask that the committee may be continued, with leave to 
sit, if necessary, in vacation, and to report at any time during the next 
session. ‘There will be no expense of any kind connected with it. It 
is simply a leave to sit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 


| objection. 


STEAM-PRESSES IN BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, with the leave of the Senator from Col- 
orado, I desire to state that on Friday last I gave notice that on Monday 
morning I should move to take up the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for 
printing Government securities in the highest style of art. I have been 
unable to obtain the floor on the two legislative days which have inter- 
vened since that notice. This morning I had a conference with the 
legislative committee of the Knights of Labor, who are pressing this 
bill. Owing to the thinness of the Senate, the fact that they have been 
informed that the opponents of the bill desiré to take some further tes- 
timony, and their wish to have the bill fully and fairly considered upon 


its mrerits in a full Senate and after full investigation, as the result of 


the conference between myself and the legislative committee to which 

I have referred, and at their request, I now notify the Senate that I 

shall not make the motion which I gave notice that I would make. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. GEORGE, If the Senator will indulge me another moment, I 
should like to ask from the Senate from to-morrow leave of absence 
during the remainder of the session, 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
leave to absent himself from the service of the Senate after to-merrow. 
The Chair hears no objection. Leave is granted. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
inon of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
ti relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. TELLER. Mir, President, at this hour of the session it may 
seem somewhat presumptuous to discuss what may be considered 
political questions in the Senate. I do not know that I should have 
felt constrained to detain the Senate with any remarks of mine but 
for the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury has seen fit in a recent 
public speech to make some statements that I think need contradic- 
tion—statements that Ithink are not supported by the record. He has 
made some explanations of the policy of the Administration that, | 
think, come from afterthought and after-consideration, and were not 
the moving cause at the time of the commission of the acts of which 





| there has been considerable criticism. 


The Secretary of the Treasury has fallen into a very general mistake, 
which has been made by others, when he addresses the brokers and 
bankers of Wall street, in supposing that what is their interest is the 
interest of the whole country, and that if the acts of the Administration 
are in accordance with their ideas and are commended by them they 
must necessarily be in the interest of the whole people. I noticed the 
other day that in speaking from the steps of the subtreasury building 
in New York the Secretary of the Treasury said ‘‘ to the business men 
of New York:”’ 

When I have the honor of thus addressing you I feel that I am speaking to 
the whole country, for you represent and are in touch with the business and 
business men of every part of the Union. 

Later on he said: 


I know that we are often told that your welfare is not the welfare of some 
parts of the country, but I have never been able te find reason to support this 
statement. Where is the dividing line? Where does your interest cease, and 
that other alleged interest begin? Good, economical government, prosperous 
business, safe currency, and low taxation are well for the whole country, are 
well for each and every part of the country. One part of it can not suffer in 
any of these respects without instant communication to every part. 


Mr. President, I find no fault with the latter part of this statement, 
but I do find fault when the Secretary of the Treasury in addressing 


the bankers and brokers of New York, the non-producing element of 


that great city, asserts that he speaks to all the people of the United 
States and all of its varied interests by speaking to them. I deny his 
conclusion that their interests are the interests of the whole people of 
this country. On the contrary, I assert that their interests are not the 
interests of the whole country. 
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Mr. PUGH. I should like to ask him if the Republicans of Wall 
street did not concur with the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in those recommendations ? 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt that the Republicans of Wall street 
who are engaged in banking, who represent the great banking interest 
of that city, and who engage in brokerage, and I have not any doubt 
that the Republican importers also, fully concur with the financial 
policy of this Administration. I do not know of any considerable 
number of men in that great financial center who handle money who 
do not agree with the Administration. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 will ask the Senator another question. Was it not 
the votes of Southern Democrats in Congress which prevented the sus- 


pension of the coinage of silver, and are not those Democrats now | 


charged with being conspirators in a movement to destroy Northern 
industries? 

Mr. TELLER. I have on more than one occasion given due praise 
to Democratic Senators for what I consider enlightened, advance states- 
manship upon the silver question. I must confess that when I now 
see the same Senators supporting an administration that is directly and 
positively opposed to their former avowed policy on this question I am 
amazed; and that is as much I suppose as I have a right to say upon 
that subject. I know at all events that to-day the voices of those who 
were loudest in declaiming against the proposed suspension of the 
coinage of the silver dollar in this Chamber have been silenced—I do 
not say by Executive influence, for it would not be according to the 
rules of debate for me to say so. It is not for me to say why their 
voices are silent now. 

| see the remarkable spectacle of a Democratic House allowing a 
bill that two-thirds of them were in entire accord upon to be sup- 
pressed by the Committee on Ways and Means and the bill not per- 
mitted to come before the House where a vote could be taken upon it. 
I have seen other remarkable exhibitions of Wall street influenee that 
got beyond the Executive Departments of the Government through 
this Administration. 

While I shall never fail myself to give the Southern Senators and 
Southern Members who voted with the Western Members and Senators 
upon the silver question their due praise, I must say that they were 
voting for their interest more than they were voting for ours; for al- 
though Colorado produces nearly one-quarter of the silver of the world, 
Alabama and Mississippi and Georgia have as much interest in the 
maintenance of the silver dollar as Colorado. It was not a question 
of local interest, as I have said before; it was a question in which all 
the people of this country and the world are interested; and when I 

e an Executive capable of using his influence in such a way as to 
stifle the voices from that section of the country in favor of the silver 
dollar, I apprehend that out of it may grow some future trouble. 

But whatever may be now the sentiment of the Democratic Senators 
I am dealing with the administration of financial affairs in the execu- 
tive department and not in the legislative; and will any Senator here 
deny what I have stated to be true, that in the very first message there 
was anattack upon silver, that there was an attack upon the greenbaek, 
and that it has been repeated in every message and every report from 
that day to this? Every public document that has emanated from the 
Treasury Department, whether it has had the imprimatur of Mr. Man- 
ning or Mr. Fairchild or Mr. Jordan, has been in sympathy and in ac- 
cord with the men of Wall street whom I have heard denounced again 
and again from the other side of the Chamber as the robbers of the 
American people. 

The President in his next message, of 1886, declared that he saw no 
reason why he should change his views on that subject. Then, too, 
Secretary Manning raised the question in his report, that there was no 
power to issue the legal-tender note. Perhaps the Senators would like 
to have that read. He said in his report: 


The power to force into the circulation an unfit representative of, a false equiv- 
alent of, a debt of, that monetary unit of value, as its namesake and equal in 
exchange, is a power to destroy men’s faith in the honor of a Government and 
its laws. Their sense of betrayal, and their perception of the fact, are expressed 
by the non-equivalence in exchange often disclosed between the undebased 
coin and the debased coin, between the coin and the promise to pay converted 
into a legal tender, between the coin undepreciated and the depreciated coin, 
according as in any of these ways the monetary unit has been the instrument 
or the memorial of that duplicity. But such proceeding found no precedent, 
such opinions as are here controverted found no believer, no defender among 
the lawyers, statesmen, or people in the first seventy-two years of this Republic. 

Not until after 1861, when a great danger had beclouded most men’s pean 
tions of financial as well as constitutional law, was a legal-tender money made 
out of the debts of the United States. 

Not until the infection spread was it ever deliberately argued that any repre- 
sentative of the unit of value could justly be suffered to be made, or to abide, in 
permanent depreciation and disparity therewith. 

But whether or not a non-equivalent of the coin dollar may be made a lawful 
dollar, and whether or not post-redemption issues and reissues of such prom- 
ises can be lawfully made, after twenty-one years of peace have superseded any 
real or imagined exigency of war, certain it is that a argument of policy 
now forbids the continuance of that legalized injustice. Had it ever been con- 
ferred, the Federal Government should be stripped of so dangerous a power. 
No executive and no legislature is fit to be trusted with the control it involves 
over the earnings and the savings of the people. No earthly sovereign or serv- 
ant is capable of a just exercise of such authority to impair and pervert the ob- 
ligation of contracts. 

To apply the present and the unavoidably accruing proceeds of our surplus 
taxation during the next five years in payment of the only portion of the public 
debt beyond the vanishing 3 per cents, which is now due or will be payable, ex- 
cept at a high premium. before the 4) percents of 1891 mature, besides being a 
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large measure of currency reform, will also diminish and finally dissipate the 
objectionable and invidious influence of the Treasury upon the money market 
and upon the business of the country. 


I commend that to the Democratic Senators who are lawyers. I 


| commend that to the Democratic Senators who sustain the Supreme 


Court in the assertion that the Government has the power to make a 
legal-tender note. He continued— 


What surplus we expend in paying off the greenback debt will diminish by so 
much the immediate reduction of our tariff taxation; for, while the funded debt 
stands, certainly it is not wise to discard the taxes on whisky, tobacco, and beer. 

So it was the purpose of this Administration, then, if they could, to 
get the consent of Congress to retire the greenbacks as well as to sus- 
pend the coinage of silver; and in his letter of February 1, 1887, Mr. 
Manning reiterated practically the same doctrine that he advanced in 
these former reports. I call attention to these extracts from that letter: 


That another species of our outstanding indebtedness, namely, the legal-ten- 
ders or greenbacks, known in law as United States notes, are, equally with what 
the law designates as Treasury notes, beyond any need or excuse for reissue; 
that temporary notes which are a debt of principal only, like notes which area 
debt of principal and interest, should at once be cashed and canceled from 
abundant and superfluous coin in hand not now capable of being applied toany 
other use—this is so obvieus a principle of sound finance, such asa prudent citi- 
zen would apply to his private affairs, that any Secretary of the Treasury would 
be subject to just reproach for departure therefrom by reissues, were it not 
that the act of May 31, 1878, seems to require of him that fiscal misstep. And I 
beg leave to submit to the House the question whether, among many other 
reasons for its repeal, the contraction of the currency sought to be averted by 
that act can now in any other and better way be prevented than by its repeal. 

* * + ¥ a * & 

It is therefore necessary now, not only to reduce taxation in order to prevent 
surplus-tax-collecting from being curreney-contracting again and again, but it 
is necessary also to employ our present and unavoidable tax surplusin the pay- 
ment, not of funded, but of the unfunded debt. 

* % * * * - & 

Great extravagance of needless expense or serious monetary trouble can both 
so be avoided. The people's representatives, by action before adjournment, 
ean relieve the Secretary of the Treasury from the bad choice between thesc 
now present alternatives. 

The surplus coin and bullion which will remain in the Treasury after all the 
bonds subject to call have been paid and before the Fiftieth Congress wil! assem- 
ble, together with the proceeds of surplus taxation which will flow into the 
Treasury before any possible reduction of taxes by the present Congress can 
take effect, constitute a sum which can well be got out ofthe Treasury into the 
hands of the people where it belongs, by the payment of the greenback debt. 
Coin certificates are a ready and superior paper money to the greenbacks, The 
substitution can be effected as a mere matter of the Treasury administration 
whenever two indispensable conditions are first fulfilled by Congress. Of these, 
the first is that the silver purchases should be stopped. 

* * * & * “ 2 

The repeal of the compulsory silver purchases (act of February 28, 1878) is the 
first and indispensable condition. The repeal of the compulsory post-redemp- 
tion reissues of United States notes (act of May 31, 1878) is the next and only 
other condition. 

These two repeals are together necessary to prevent either on the one hand 
an extravagant expense or on the other hand a considerable contraction of the 
currency. I can see no other alternatives. As the evil is atour door, I can not 
conceive that the case admits of further delay. 


It was the policy of this Administration to leave the funded debt, 
the interest-bearing debt of the Government to draw interest, and to 
pay off the unfunded debt, or the $346,000,000 of greenbacks. Mr. 
President, I wait to see whether there is any Senator on the other side 
of the Chamber who pill announce himself in accord with that doctrine 
so repeatedly enunciated by the Chief Executive and his chief financial 
officer and never disclaimed to this hour. 

Mr. Manning departed from the Treasury Department, and Mr. 
Fairchild, who so recently addressed the ‘‘ business men of New York,’’ 
became his successor, and in his report of last December, dealing with 
the silver question, speaking of its difficulties, and advising the sus- 
pension of the coinage of silver, as his predecessor had done, he said: 

Another plan, somewhat similar to that recommended by my predecessor in 
his last annual report, would be to provide that when the reserve was exceeded 
an amount of United States notes equal in value to such excess should be can- 
celed, if enough of them were in the Treasury; but if not, then the purchase 
of bullion to cease until the maximum reserve should be reached, This would 
create a vacuum in the circulating medium which would be filled by silver. 
The amount of United States notes would be gradually reduced until the whole 
were extinguished. 

Mr. President, I think I need not read any further from the pub- 
lished reports of the Government officers to show that my statement is 
unquestionable, can not be questioned, that the Treasury Department 
proposed instead of paying the public debt, which it had been the pol- 
icy of the Republican party when in power, to do the other thing—keep 
the public debt alive, keep in existence the interest-bearing debt, and 
retire that which was costing the people nothing, that which was serv- 
ing the people as money as no other money ever served any people in 
the world. 

Why, let me ask, should we retire the greenback circulation, o 
money that is good wherever civilized men trade, although it is paper 
money; good wherever civilized men meet each other and exchange 
products; good in every corner of the world where men read and where 
they know the actual condition of their fellows in other parts of the 
world? It saves to the people the interest on $346,000,000 of money 
to have the greenbacks continued in existence; and in whose interest 
could it be to retire them save that of the holders of Government bonds, 
and theirs alone? : 

When the Republican party went out of power they left in the Treas- 
ury of the United States $100,000,000 set apart for the redemption of 
greenbacks, which had been set apart in the early days of resumption, 
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and which are now required by law to be so held, or at least pub! 

opinion had consented that they should be there held for the purpos« 
of making good at any time in gold the greenback when it should bi 
presented. How much more did they leave? About $25,000,000 of 
subsidiary coin, which this Administration has stricken from the avail- 


able assets of the Government and declared to be of no practical ben 
efit. Then they left in addition, not, as Mr. Fairchild 
cent speech, $2 000,000, but $8,764,590.11. 
Nobody can have forgotten that in 1884, during the political cam 
paign, every Democratic orator, from the candidate for Vice-Presideut 
down, declared again and again upon the public rostrums that we had 
accumulated a hundred millions of surplus in the 1 


asury over and 


above the $100,000,000 required for the redemption of greenbacks, and | 


that that huadred millions ought to be applied to the p 
public debt, and I am astonished to see in the public } 
stupendous falsehood is being repeated now by promin 
orators in the land. 

{4 Democrat recently in one of the Western States, a candidate fo1 
a high office, declared that when they came into power they found one 
hundred millions of money in the Treasury not needed, which they, 
he said, at once proceeded to pay on the public debt. Now I propose 
to make a little examination of how they have paid the publicdebt. | 
read from the report of the late Secretary, Mr. Manning, and the same 
statement can be found in the report of the Treasure! 


Net balance 


4 


“ i 





This is December, 
States on March 4, 1885, as to which he concludes 


The assets of the Treasury on the 4th of March, 1585, ex i fractiona 
and other unavailable items, were as follows 
7 * © 8 + * 


Net balance in Treasury, $8,764,590.11 

Chat was the available balance in the Treasury when 
party went out of power and when the Democratic party came in. 
During the portion of the fiscal year 1885 that had run when we went 
out of office we had paid out about$45,000,000 on the publicdebt. We 
had in the preceding fifteen months paid ont $110,000,000 on the pub- 
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the hepudiican 


1885, showing the indebtedness of the United | 


lic debt, and we had paid out the year before that $99,000,000 on the | 


public debt, and the year before still more, and the year before still 
more. As money came into the Treasury month by month the surplus 
was paid out until, as I said, when the Democrats took charge of the 
administration of public affairs all the money had been paid that it was 
prudent to pay on the public debt, and much more than they have 
since declared ought to have been paid. Instead of there being $100,- 


000,000 there was practically no money left at all to be paid by them. 
There was an increasing surplus. It was more in May than it was in 
April, more in April than it was in March; and on the last of Jun 


1885, there was about $44,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury 

When the Democratic party came into power there was a trifle more 
than $194,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds outstanding that were due and 
payable. These were the bonds that Republican Secretaries had been 
retiring as rapidly as the surplus would allow. What was the duty of 
the present Administration when they had ten, fifteen, or twenty mil 
ions of dollars in the Treasury which could have been paid upon these 
bonds? Every one of them could have been called if there wa 
What did they do? Let us see. 

On the 31st of July, 1885, the surplus had increased to $44,052,229 
Not a dollar of the 3 percents or any other bonds had been paid. 
During the month of July there was added to that an 
$5,663,643, making the surplus on the Ist day of August, 
715,872 independent of fractional coin, independent of what 
the unavailable assets. Of the available assets there were practically 
$50,000,000 in round numbers in the Treasury, while 3 per cent. bonds 
to the extent of almost $200.000,000 were outstanding rr 
$500,000 a month of interest, and yet not a dollar was paid on the pub- 
lic debt. During the month of September, 1885, the increase of sur- 
plus was $14,186,534, coming into the Treasury at the rate of half a 
million dollars a day nearly, more than for every working day in the 
month; and the surplus on the last day of that month was $63,903,106, 
and still not a dollar had been paid on the public debt 

By December 31 of that year this amount had increased to $71,018, - 


money. 


yunt the sum of 
1885, $49,- 


sets, over and above what they termed unavailable assets, that had 
always in our accounting been treated as a part of the surplus moneys 
of the Treasury. Not a bond had yet been called in, and no effort had 
been made to pay the public debt or to reduce the burden of taxation 
upon the people. The whole $194,150,000 of unpaid 3 percents, when 
the Administration came in, were still unpaid, drawing, as I said, al- 
most $6,000,000 a year out of the people of the United States, that 
vent to the holders of those bonds. 

Nobody who was a member of this hody in the fall and winter of 1885 
has forgotten the fierce attack made upon this policy by the senior Sen- 
ator from Kentucky | Mr. Beck]. I could hardly say myself in this 
Chamber the harsh things he said of the policy that would accumulate 
the people’s money in the Treasury of the United States with the in- 
terest-bearing debt stilldue and unpaid. Yet since that time I do not 
know that I have heard anybody criticise the Administration that prac- 


| declared that it was necessary that $20,000,00 


they called | 


drawing nearly | 


872; and by the Ist of January, 1886, to $79,689,862 of available as- | 
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That resolution was passed by the House, came t ody, and was 
here amended upon the upplication of the Treasury Department, which 


id be retained in 


1 mi 3s for the redemp- 


the Treasury over and above the one i 
It then went to the Pr 














tion of greenbacks. t Mr. Jordan, who 

me before the Finance Committee of this body rd to it, declared 
that $20,000,000 was not sufficient, that there | be at least $50,- 
000,000 kept in the Treasury besides the one hund li for green- 
back redemption. Ina few days after this ! ison resolution went 
to the President, Congress adjourned, and t ident vetoed it bya 
pocket veto—the meanest and most contempt in my judgment, 
of all vetoes. As much as I have felt inclined to censure some of his 
vetoes, [think the most contemptible of all is y i the President puts 
a bill in his pocket and thus lets it fail 

That resolution passed the House on the 14th uly, 1886. It came 
to this body, and as I said was amended, and it went to the President 
on the 30th of the same month, or at least it passed this body on the 
30th of the same month. When the resolution passed the Senate there 
was a surplus in the Treasury of $80,000,000, $60,000,000 of which 
must by the terms of this resolution have be romptly paid upon the 
$194,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds still unpa ther than pay $60,- 
000,000 on these bonds the President ch to rd the legislativ 
will, and to allow the resolution to die in | l 

The first call was made on the 29th of D iber, 1885, for $10,000, - 
000, to be paid February 1, 183¢ At that time the surplus revenues 
were $71,018,872. The second call was made on the 29th day of Jan- 

ry, 1886, for $10,000,000, and at that time the surplus was $79, 689,- 
352, or at least it was three days thereaftei rhe third call was made 
on the 20th of February, 1886, for $10,000,000, to be delivered on the 
Ist of April On the 28th day of February, eight days after this call, 
the surplus was $72,298, 2¢ The fourth call was made on the 22d of 
M 1, 188 for $10,000,000, to be delivered May 1 On the Ist day 

March the surplus was $76,381,099. The fifth call was made on the 
Oth of April, 1886, for $10,000,000, to be delivered on the Ist of June. 


On the 30th of April the surplus was $77,030,999 
Can anybody give any reasonable excuse, cau anybody give any rea- 
son why these calls were made for $10,000,000 of bonds when there 


were seventy-five, seventy-eight, seventy-nine million of money in the 





- 





| Treasury, every dollar of which might ha ‘ paid out upon the 
public debt, and thus have reduced the int aring debt to that 
extent? Nobody can explain it except upo1 theory which [ have 
advanced, that it was the policy of this Ad tration to keep the 
bonds out and not pay the public indebt yes iterest, buf 
f possible, to pay the indebtedne [fn whose 
terest was this? 
Che sixth call w lade o M i I desire to 
ask a little attention to this call a the Ma us for 
| $4,000,000, to be delivered on the Ist of When this call was 
made, the surplus was no less than $75,000 nine days later, 
| May 31, it was $76,142,611 d 54,000, 000 of 
> percents 
The seventh call was made on the 2Ist for a like sum of 


made the surplus could not have been less than 


' 





$4 000,000, to be delivered on the Ist of August When this call was 
have been | ] 72,000,000, for at the 
end of the month it was $75,101,109 
On the 19th of July, 1886, five days after the Morrison joint resolu- 
tion had passed the House, the eighth call was made for a like sum of 
$4,000,600, to be delivered on the Ist of September. At the time this 
call was made the surplus was not less than $75,000,000, for on the 
last day of July it was $80,206,325. 


With $80,000,000, out of which was to come but $4,000,000, no fure 
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ther calls were made until the Lugust, 1886, when a call 
was made for $10,000,000. 

I have called attention to the surplus when these calls were made. 
I now desire to call the attention of the Senate to the surplus when 
these calls matured, when the time of payment arrived. When the 
first call, made on the 29th day of December, 1885, was payable, that 
is, the Ist of February, 1886, for ten millions, there were $79,689,862 
in the Treasury, and the public indebtedness bearing 3 per cent. that 
might be paid was $194,150,000. When the next call matured there 
was $72,298,202, and the public indebtedness that was then payable 
was $164,000,000. Each of these calls I have stated in a table, which 
I will now put in: 


2th day of 


Amount Public debt 








Cal)s. Date. Redeemable. enliod. Surplus. payable. 
Ps noccntecnes Dec, 29,1885 | Feb. 1,1886 | $10,000,000 $79,689,862 | $194, 000, 900 
Becond............ Jan, 29,1886 | Mar, 1,1886 | 10,000,000 72,298,202 | 184,000,000 
Third............-| Feb, 20,1886 | April 1,1886 | 10,000,000 76,381,099 | 174,000,000 
Fourth........ ..| Mar, 22,1886 | May 1, 1886 10,000,000 | 77,080,999 | 164,000,000 
Fifth veseeeee| Apr. 20,1886 | June 1,1886 | 10,000,000 | 76,142,611 | 154,000,000 
ee May 22,1886 | July 1,1886; 4,000,000 75, 191, 109 144, 000, 000 
Sev | June 21,1886 Aug. 1, 1886 4, 000, 000 206, 325 | 140, 000, 000 
Highth ........... July 19,1886 | Sept. 1,1886 | 4,000,000 | 136,000, 000 


But I want to attract a little attention to the fact that when the | 
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$4,000,000 call due on the Ist of July was payable, there was $75,191,- | 


109 in the Treasury surplus money and $144,000,000 of unpaid 3 per 
cent. bonds still out. Why was only $4,000,000 called? Simply be- 
cause Wall street did not want any of these bonds called, and because 
a pretense must be made in the interest of the people, a pretense that 
they were paying off the public debt; and those three calls of $4,000,- 
000 each were made when the call ought to have been for $70,000,000 
when the first call was made, when the bonds could have been prac- 
tically paid off, half of them at least, by one single call; but the calls 
were strung out and the last of them was not paid until July 1, 1887, 
when they could have been all paid by the close of the fiscal year, 
1886; or if not by June 30, at least within two months thereafter. 

Mr. President, there was more than one period during the time I 
have recited when $75,000,000 would have paid half of the 3 per cent. 
bonds or more, and when that amount was in the Treasury applicable 
to that purpose. What excuse, what reason can be given for not hav- 
ing done it? I have never heard any given. I have never yet found 
any man living who was willing to stand up here and defend the con- 
duct of the Administration in that particular. Much as Senators and 
Members and outside adLerents may prate of its honesty and of its 
ability, none of them are willing to say that the management of the 
3 per cent. bonds is marked by anything but imbecility of the grossest 
character, to put it in no harsher terms. 

How much money do you suppose we lost by this dallying? Re- 
member that the interest on these 3 percents as I stated was almost 
$500,080 amonth. Think of it! The President of the United States 
has arrogated to himself, or if he has not his friends have, a great deal 
of credit because he has stood between this body and the other, on the 
one side and the public Treasury on the other when we have been send- 
ing him pension bills involving $96 a year, or perhaps $144, for some 
lone widow and has met them with a veto, and the whole Democratic 
portion of the country has resounded with praise that he has stood be- 
tween rapacious legislation and the Treasury! There have never been 
five days since this Administration came into power that they have not 
lost more money by their negligent management than it would have 
taken in any one year to pay all the vetoed pensions. A week ago I 
carefully examined every pension bill that the President had vetoed, 
and carefully estimated how much he has saved to the public Treasury; 
$28,116 is the total that he has saved perannum. Thinkofit! Five 
hundred thousand dollars a month was left in the hands of the bond- 
holders of Wall street to accommodate them, and then he attempted 
to save it by wringing it out of the poor unfortunate defenders of our 


le € 
ing. 


Suppose they could not prove that they had incurred their disabil- 
ities in the line of duty; suppose they could not show that they were 
practically and perfectly sound when they went into the Army, they 
have rendered to the Government of the United States a service for 
which they ought to be compensated, which can not be done in dollars 
and cents; and when we sty that we will give the pittance of $12: 
month to the widow of one of these men, or $8 a month to the crip- 
pled soldier, whether crippled in the service or not, the President in 
the interest of the revenue of the country steps up and vetoes the bill, 
and yet he allows a half a million a month of the money of the United 
States to go into the hands of bondholders of New York, and he does 
that for eleven months without an attempt to pay a dollar of the pub- 
licdebt! He haslost more money on the 3 percent. bonds than would 
have paid every single vetoed pension bill for more than one hundred 
and fifty years, if the beneficiaries should have all lived that length of 
time. But it was in the interest of the bondholder, it was in the interest 
of the money-lender, it was in the interest of the money-grabber that 
this was done, and not in the interest of poor men. 

There was 575,000,000 lying in the Treasury month in and month 
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out for more than a year, and the interest on that would have been, at 
3 per cent., two millions anda quarter of money. That nobody can 
deny; that proposition can not be gainsaid. It was stated by a promi- 
nent member of the Committee on Appropriations in the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the Government lost more than four millions on that 
single transaction of the 3 per cent. bonds. 

The last of the 3 per cent. bonds were paid on the Ist day of July 
1887, ‘There were at that time $244,000,000 of bonds bearing interest 
at the rate of 4} per cent., $738,000,000 bearing interest at 4 per cent., 
and $64,000,000 bearing interest at6 percent. The 4} per cent. bonds 
are due in September, 1891. The $738,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds 
are dune in 1907, and the $64,000,000 of sixes are due in 1895 and 1896. 
Here were more than a thousand million dollars of indebtedness bear- 
ing, some of it 44 and some 6 per cent. interest. ‘The interest charged 
on this is about $44,000,000 or $45,000,000 a year. 

The President all this time had ample authority to buy these bonds. 
It was simply a matter of discretion; it was simply a matter whether 
the Government could make money by taking its surplus funds and 
buying these bonds, and there was not a bond then that could not have 
been bought—not one of any denomination that I have mentioned which 
could not have been got so as te save to the Government of the United 
States from 2} to 24 per cent. on every dollar that it invested in that 
purchase. Wasit wisdom to allow the money to lie in the Treasury 
($44,000,000 when the last 3 per cent. bond was bought), drawing no 
interest, and to allow these bonds to continue to draw interest? What 
was the practical and business-like method to deal with asurplus when 
there was no other method of disposing ofit? ‘To buy bondsatsuch fig- 
ures as would net to the Government the greatest amount of interest 
upon the expenditure of its money. That is what ought to have been 
done; that is what the act of 1881 proposed should be done. That was 
why it was passed. That had been enacted by the Morrison resolution 
and by every act and by every movement of the legislative department 
of the Government, that the surplus money should go to retire the 
debt. 

It is not worth while now for the Senators on the other side or the 
friends of the Administration to say there ought not to have been a 
surplus. That has nothing to do with the question. There was a sur- 
plus that they knew would continue. There had been a surplus of 
$80,000,000 or of $83,000,000 at one time, before they paid a dollar on 
the public debt. There was still a surplus and bonds were still to be 
had, I repeat, at a rate that would have saved to the Government from 
2} to 2} per cent. per annum on its money. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to ask the Senator if the action of the 
Senate in the adoption of the Beck amendment to the resolution in re- 
lation to the power of the President, declaratory of that power to make 
the purchase of bonds, did not show that the Senate was opposed to the 
President’s exercising the power to purchase bonds without supplying 
the deficiency made by the purchase on account of the withdrawal of 
national-bank notes by silver certificates or silver coin? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think it indicated anything of the kind. 

Mr. PUGH. Why did the Senate, then, make that amendment to the 
House resolution? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senator why the Senate made that 
amendment. We knew that these bonds had to be bought; we knew 
that no administration could live and continue to accumulate money 
in the public Treasury in that way; we knew that necessarily in buy- 
ing these bonds there would be some reduction of the currency of the 
country, which we did not propose should occur; and so we said, ‘*As 
you buy these bonds, when you buy the bonds of a bank that has issues 
of national-bank notes, and they by reason of disposing of their bonds 
retire their notes, you shall issue an additional amount of silver money 
equal to the circulation retired.’’ There never was a suggestion in this 
Chamber that we should not buy the bonds. And I venture to say 
here that if that question had been submitted to this body there woul 
never have been a single vote, and no man could have been found in 
this bedy who would have voted against the proposition that the Gov- 
ernment should buy the bonds when they could be bought at a reason- 
able profit to the Government. 

Mr. PUGH. I will ask the Senator, if that was so plain, so perfectly 
manifest, why did they leave it to the discretion of the President? 
Why did not the Senate make the authority mandatory to purchase 
these bonds? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator knows very well that it was contended 
that the act of 1881 was practically mandatory. The Senator knows 
very well that the Administration had sent herea statement that they 
wanted to buy bonds, but they did not know whether they could or 
not. 

Mr. PUGH. Still the power was left discretionary. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly it was discretionary. You could not say 
how many they should buy, because if you did say that they should 
put every dollar of public money in bonds it would have been within 
the power of the men holding the bonds to unite and force the Govern- 
ment to pay an unreasonable sum. It was not reasonable to say they 
should buy bends at any price. What we intended to say was, and 
what the House had said in the resolution that came to us was, ‘‘ You 
have the authority.”” That was all.- And that was all the Adminis- 
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port to this House at the carliest possible moment all the facts bearing upon the 
following inquiries: 

First. At what dates were the propositions made by the Treasury Department 
to buy said bonds, and if any person or association was employed to purchase 
said bonds, and give name of said person or persons or association; give dates 
of purchase, name of seller, kinds of bonds purchased, amounts paid, and cur- 
rent rates at which said bonds were quoted at the time the proposition to pur- 
chase was made by the Department. 

Second. State when the policy relating to deposits in national-bank deposito- 
Ties was adopted which created the deficiency spoken of in the letter aforesaid 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and whether after the purchase of bondsspoken 
of on the eleventh page of the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 


for the year 1887; give also reasons for changing policy first adopted, to wit, the 
purchase of bonds. 

Third. State if the deficiency spoken of in the aforesaid letter of the Secretary 
Was caused by the large increase in the number of national-bank depositories, 


Append to your answer a statement showing the pér cent, of deposits on bonds 
deposited to secure the same under present regulations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; also append copy of said regulations. State what per cent. of deposits 
has been allowed by the Department on United States bonds deposited for this 
purpose for the past twelve years, and whether the rate !ias been uniform, and 
whether below or above the par value of the bonds previous to the adoption of 
the present policy, and what was the rate percentage at the date of change or 


licy. 

Fourth. Has said new policy of the Department concerning United States de- 

pognemes he number thereof, and the increased percentage of deposits allowed, 

nad any cfiect to either increase or diminish the circulation of national-bank 
notes, and to what extent, and whether said policy has resuited in the increase 
or diminution of the money supply of the country ? 

Fifth, State the number of national banks which have been designated as de- 
positaries of public funds since the adoption of the present policy, the number 
formerly designated that have availed themselves of the increased rate, and 
where said banks have been designated since the adoption of the present pol- 
icy and rate of deposits; state when the bonds deposited in the Treasury by 
said designated depositories were transferred to said associations, and by whom. 


After the passage of this resolution the Secretary of the Treasury 
commenced the purchase of bonds, not for the sinking fund, but for 
the purpose of reducing the surplus. I find that on the 17th of April 
the Secretary issued a circular inviting offers of bonds, and he received 
offers down to the 15th of June, according to the last detailed state- 
ment that has been furnished, of $47,505,250 of the 4 per cent. bonds, 
of which he had accepted $15,669,450, leaving the sum rejected $31,- 
835,800. Thisis what I referred to when I asked why hehad not bought 
all the bonds that were offered. When the Secretary of the Treasury 
began to buy these bonds, which was on the 23d day of April, 1888, 
the first bid was for $20,000 4 per cent. bonds at 125. These were 
taken. The next bid was for $100,000 at 1253, which he rejected. The 
same day, also, herejected a bid for $200,000at 1255. He received a bid 
for $250,000 at 1252. He rejected $250,000 in lots at 126} and 126}, 
and $250,000 in lots at 1264, and various other lots, including one lot 
of $1,000,000, on the 28th of that month, at 126}. 

In May large offers were rejected at 126}. A million and a quarter 
bid was rejected at 127, and a long list was rejected from 126} to 127. 

Again, on the 8th, 9th, and 10th of May, large lots of $100,000, $2,- 
000,000, $375,000, $50,000, $1,500,000, $2,750,000, $40,000, ete., were 
rejected at from 127 to 127} and 1274, and one lot at 126]. On the 
15th of the same month a million was rejected at 127}. Large amounts 
were rejected at sums ranging from that up to 127}. 

On the 22d of May a million and a half were rejected at 128. Large 
sums were rejected at 127 and a fraction near to 128. 

The total of these rejections shows more than $20,000,000 rejected 
below 128; very large offers were rejected at 127 and later in the 
month taken in at the same price, and the later transactions of the De- 
partment show that it has bought a large amount of these bonds 
within the last few weeks at 128 and a fraction, and some of them al- 
most to 129. Rumor says that within the last ten or fifteen days 130 
has been paid for these bonds. I have myself been unable to get any- 
thing but the average, and that does not go very far from 129. 

Not only is this so in regard to the fours, but of the two-and-a-halfs. 
Large offers have been rejected, amounting to $21,000,000, and since 
then large sums have been bought at a price exceeding that at which 
these offers were rejected. It is said by the friends of the Administra- 
tion, and the Secretary himselfin hisspeech in New York claimed that 
in making these purchases bonds necessarily went up. When he fixed 
the price at 125 and said, ‘‘I will take these 4 per cent. bonds at 125 
from all who bring them,’’ the holders brought the bonds and he had 
no trouble withthem. When hesaid, ‘‘I will take them, the next day, 
for a limited period of eight days at 124,”’ they still brought them and 
sold them, and if the Secretary of the Treasury had said, as he ought 
to have said, ‘‘ I will give you 126 and a fraction,’’ which would have 
left the Government a very handsome sum on its money invested, he 
could have bought all the bonds that the surplus money of the United 
States would have paid for. Even if he had bought them at 128 he 
would have saved to the Government more than 2 per cent. per annum 
on the money invested, but the Secretary did not choose to do that; he 
preferred to use the money in another direction. 

Of these $31,835,800 of 4 percents that were rejected, some were 
offered at 127, some at 127}, some at 127}, and some at 127j, at which 
last price some lots were purchased. These bonds can not now be pur- 
chased for 7 such sum, The same may be said of the others, al- 
though the 4} percents may be bought now at a less price than the 
Secretary paid for them when he commenced buying them. 

I come now to one other transaction and then I shall not detain fur- 
ther the Senate on thissubject. It is said by the Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury in his New York speech that the purchase of these bonds would 
have a tendency to increase their price. JI want to tell the Senate and 
the country what in my judgment has enhanced the price of these 
bonds. The bonds had a value as an interest-bearing security, draw- 
ing a large and valuable interest, 4 per cent. on some and 4} per cent. 
| on others. The 4} percents must certainly be redeemed in 1891; the 
4 percents are as certainly redeemable in 1907, or nineteen years from 
thistime. Whatwere they worth? They were worth whatever a man 
could buy them for; so that he could get them at rates which would pay 
him 3 per cent. on his money, or even 2} per cent., he might be satis- 
fied with that. What did the Secretary do? He gave to these bonds 
a character and a power that they never had before possessed, and what 
was that? A power, I assert, that no government security anywhere 
in the world ever possessed, and I am not aware that any other secu- 
rities of ours ever possessed—the power to borrow not simply small 
sums, but more than their face of the public money without interest. 

When the Secretary of the Treasury adopted the policy of putting the 
Treasury money into the national banks and holding as security for it 
these bonds, of course he enhanced the value of the bonds. If they 
had been his own bonds and he had been intrusted with a scheme to 
make them valuable, there was no other method by which he could 
have made them so valuable, unless it was to have extended the time 
of their payment, which he did not have the power todo. When he 
said, ‘‘ Your bond has got the power to draw its 4 or 4} per cent. and I 
will put into your banks $110 of every $100 of bonds, and on that you may 
draw $6.60 more,’’ he gave them an interest power. instead of $40 a thou- 
sand on the fours and $45 on the four-and-a-halfs, of 100 per cent. and 
more, and is it strange that when these bonds could be hypothecated and 
money borrowed on them for which they paid no interest at all, they 
should have goneup? Is it strange that the man who had theretofore 
been drawing his $40 on his $1,000, when he found that he could draw 
$105 on it, should hold on to the bonds and that he should decline to put 
them in the market. If the Secretary of the Treasury had taken the 
advice of the men who held these bonds and had followed their advice 
hecould not have made them so valuableas he made them in any other 
way than the way he did. No other system would have given them 
the value in the eyes of the investing public that he gave them by put- 
ting $60,000,000 of the money of the peoplein the national banks with- 
out a cent of interest, and that, too, when every dollar of it would have 
netted the Government from 2} to 2) per cent. by the purchase of Gov- 
ernment bonds. 

We were told by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] the other 
night that great amounts of money had been put in the banks by the 
predecessors of the present Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. President, 
it is not true that any considerable sums of public money had been 
put in the banks save and except for the convenience and accommoda- 
tion of the Treasury of the United States in its refunding operations. 
Of course when we refunded several hundred million dollats of debt 
these transactions went through the banks and there was nominally a 
large amount of money that went out of the national Treasury; it was 
not money that was transmitted from the Treasury at Washington or 
the subtreasuries to the banks; and that is what we complain of. 

The Secretary says that the people who have the money can not af- 
ford to go out and buy bonds at these figures, and then he figures that 
on $1,000,000 a man will only make, who takes a Government deposit, 
$5,600. These people did not buy these bonds to make money on. 
They were the holders and the owners of these bonds. They were 
then in possession of them, drawing the interest on them, and the Gov- 
ernment was wanting to buy them, and the Government said all at 

nee, ‘‘We will not buy them, but we will let you bring us your 
bonds, and for every $100 that you put into the Treasury we will give 
you $110;’’ and thus the banks holding the securities drew in their 
currency and contracted the circulation! Why should they not? On 
every million dollars held as security for their issue of notes they could 
issue $900,000 of national-bank notes. When they had retired their 
national-bank notes they could borrow $200,000 more on the same 
amountof bonds. Who pretends that the banks could not make from 
3 to 6 per cent. on these bonds in New York City? Who pretends that 
they were not put there for the interest ofthe bankers? The Secretary 
says that it has not been profitable. He says they are returning them. 
Very few of them appear to have been returned, for the last statement 
makes the amount hard on to $60,000,000 yet, as I understand. 

The Secretary said in his speech in New York that this is a little 
more than the amount the banks have heretofore held. When the 
Democrats came into power there was deposited in all the national 
banks of the United States, for the convenience of the United States 
and nothing else, $10,150,036. June 30, 1885, the sum was $12,928, - 





264.47; and when the November report was made by the Secretary of 


the Treasury the deposits were $13,595,550. In November, 1886, the 
deposits were $16,266,639. I find in looking over the reports that the 
deposits in national banks that year were $122,098,651. I mightstand 
up here and insist that there was over $122,000,000 of Government 


money deposited; but I understand that to mean that in the course of 


the business transactions $122,000,000 passed through the banks prop- 
erly and legitimately, and upon that I have no criticism whatever to 
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happened that $200,000,000 at one time was found in the banks, and 
in a few days it wasall out and in the Treasury. 

What we complain of is that for a year now these banks have been 
carrying from $40,000,000 to $60,000,000 of the people’s money with 


iat explains the condition when we were refunding, how it 
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out interest. What is more, it is dangerous to the public interest to 
have this money there. The Government must some day call for it. 
When it calls for it, it will compel the banks to contract their loans for 
a very large amountof money. There is not any Secretary of the Treas 
ury who dares to call for it promptly. It would be better to let it lie 
there and waste the interest on it for a time than to call for it suddenly 
and thus disrupt and break up all the business of the country. 

What right has the Secretary of the Treasury to put that money in 
the banks and thus take upon himself the power to disturb the great 
interests of this country by either calling for it or refusing to call for 
it? No more money should be put into the national banks than could 
be put there properly and profitably for the interest of the Government. 
if it is necessary to get the money out, buy bonds with it as long as it 
will save the Government 2 per cent. ,or 1 per cent. , or one-half per cent 
or a quarter per cent. interest, rather than let it be in the banks. Is 





it not better that the Government should get 2 per cent. than that the | 


banks should get it? If this had been done under a Republican ad 
ministration there would have been no end to the complaint; there 
would have been noend to the denunciation of the administration that 
would thus build up these great banks. 


Lhave heard a great deai of talk about robbing the people of the | 


United States through the tariff. What do the Senators say about rob 
bing the public of theif interest money through the national banks? 
Are they any better than the manufacturers? Have they any more 





souls? Are they any kinder to the poor? Have they done h | 
for the interests of the country as the men who produce? men 
who count money and who only count money, who handle money and 
handle money alone, are useful and valuable in society, but they are 


not the chief agents in progress; they are not the moving agencies to | 


move the business of the countrv. It is another class than tl 
corporations which have piled up their millions of money, as the S 


ator from Missouri told us the other day. He need not have singled 
outone bank. There are other banks which have made as much money 
as that bank has made. There are other banks which | their stock 
at higher prices than the stock of that bank sells for. There has been 
anew bank comparatively recently started in New York which hold 
a million dollars of the Government money. I want to call the atten- 


tion of the Senate to how this money got into the bank. We can n 
have forgotten that the Western National Bank of New York was or- 


ganized in New York by the late Secretary of the Treasury, now dead, 
and Mr. Jordan, formerly Treasurer of the United States. I find th 
letter, written on the 8th day of October, 1887, dated at Washington 


and dif€cted to the Treasurer of the United States 


Str: The Western National Bank of New York City has been d i I 
United States depository, and the security fixed for the present at $1,000 
United States 4 per cent. bonds. In order to avoid tl 
a balance by accumulating revenue deposits, I will thank you 






eus ul delay in obtair 








are received, to cause to be transferred to said bank fri itiona 
tories other than those in New York City such amou ma 
therein to the cyedit of your general account in excess of their authorized 
ances, until the sum of $1,100,000 is reached, which an t e Western? 
Bank will be authorized to hold asa fixed balance. 
Respectfully, yours, 
C.8. FAIRCHILD 





A fixed balance. Howlongisittobeheld? If that had occurred 
under a Republican administration it would have been said that that 
was a pet bank. You draw the money out of the bank outside of New 
York City, disturb the business of the country, take it out of a bank 
that has Government deposits and is as much entitled to them as this 
Western bank; you take out its deposits for the purpose of putting 
them in this bank at New York City, dominated and controlled by late 
officials of the Treasury Department. 

Yet we are told that there has been no favoritism in this t 
that all the banks of the country have fared alike. Whether that is 
true or false is immaterial in this discussion. ‘The question is, ] 
Treasury Department managed the finances of the country with econ- 
omy and with skill? 

A carefal analysis of the several extracts I have gone over to-day will 
show without a question that the Treasury Department has lost to the 
Government since it went into power of money, that should have been 
saved, not less than $10,000,000. Itis a vast sum of money to take 
outof the tax-payers of this country for the benefit of the national banks 
and national bondholders; men who do but little towards encouraging 
the industrial pursuits of the country; men who do not, it is believed 
by a great majority of the people of this country, bear their due pro- 
portion of the public burdens. Whyshould they be picked out to lend 
money to? Why, on the contrary, should we not go to work and pay 
off the public debt, and reduce the surplus, and reduce the taxation 
by way of interest? 

Mr. President, the close of this Administration is at hand. If there 
was time I do not know but that I should be inclined to compare the 
financial management of this Administration and its general manag« 
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and say they 


Democratic side of the House, a prominent Democrat replied, ‘‘ No, and 
you will not find it.’’ The Democratic party is not a protection party 
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y are in favor of the doctrine of protection. When it was | 
asserted that that doctrine had not been supported or advanced on the | 


except just a few days before an election. It has been a free-trade party | 


since 1856, when it declared in its national platform that the time had 
come for progressive free trade. There has not been an argument ad- 
duced on this floor or in the other House by a Democrat which has not 


been in favor of free trade. They have used all the Cobden Club ar- | 


guments, they have used all the free-trade arguments, and they have 
held up to us as an example to follow, Great Britain, with its wonder- 
ful prosperity, as they say. 
The prosperity of Great Britain was fully explained and shown up 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] yesterday. ‘There is 
yverty, distress over all that land, and stagnation of business, The 
irkets of the world are open to them; they have cheap labor, intel- 
gent labor; capital is cheaper there than in any other country on the 
face of the earth; and yet they are suffering in every department of 
life, and are fleeing to this country at a rate unexampled and unparal- 
leled in the history of that remarkable country. If the people of the 
United States want free trade they do not want it because of the pros- 
perity that it has brought to Great Britain. Great Britain is many 
times poorer than she was fifty years ago. ‘The laborers of Great Brit- 
ain are in a worse condition now than they were twenty years ago. 
The Senator from Wisconsin called attention to some statistics that I 
had handed him. Ninety-two million dollars a year for the poor of 
Great Britain, $27,000,000 a year for education, science, and art; a 
million and a quarter people who are called paupers; seven million 
peoplein Great Britain who have received assistance from the public 
authorities. As one of their distinguished men said, every fifth man 
in the kingdom is toeing the line of pauperism. Is that the kind ofa 
feast to which weare invitingthe American people? Oh, no, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the economic management and the economic principles of this 
Democratic Administration do not commend themselves to the Amer- 
ican people. 

I should like to submit a few extracts that I have here from differ- 
ent speeches made by members of the Democratic party in Congress 
and out, to show the free-trade tendency of the Democratic party. 1 
will first call attention to the declaration of the Democracy in their 
platform of 1856: 

ed, That thetime has come for the people of the United States to declare 
themselves in favor of progressive free trade throughout the world. 

ifenry George, in a recent number of the Standard, said: 

I spent the latter part of last week in Washington. Mr.Cleveland has the 
reputation of being even a stronger free-trader than his message would in 
cate-and that is strong enough for all practical purposes. The message, as 
originally written, is said to have been more radical even than as finally sent 
in, being modified somewhat at the suggestion of free-trade Democrats, who 
feared it might be too strong for the party in its demoralized condition on the 
tarill question. 

Cleveland has burned his ships; he stands before the country a champion 
of free trade against protection; and he must make,as he has ample power to 
do, the weak and treacherous politicians of New York and other doubtful States 
accept that position or go into opposition; else in spite of the splendid coutage 
he has heretofore shown, they will involve him in the fate that in affairs of 
great moment befalls the timid. 

The way to win is to silence apologists, send skulkers and cowards to the 
rear, and face the music, If Mr.Cleveland is re-elected,as with courage I be- 
lieve he will be, protection will have received its death-blow. 

The London Daily News of July 6, 1888, has the following editorial 
on this subject: 

President Cleveland's speech is more to the point. He discusses. the princi- 
ples at issue in the struggle and shows that he is the free-trade candidate in 
everything but name. The reservation is an important one for American party 
—— The President feels compelled to characterize the attempt to brand 
1im as a free-trader as deception, but for all that the electoral conflict now in 
progress is a conflict between free trade and protection, and nothing less. This 
isa very good conflict as things go, and, like warfare between good and evil, 
it threatens to be perpetual. Mr. Cleveland may find a more formidable an- 
tagonist in General Harrison than we have been led to suspect. 


The Philadelphia Press displayed in its editorial columns the follow- 
ing editorial from the London Globe: 


Asa rule, the Presidential contest has very little interest for the Old World. 
On the present occasion, however, an issue is involved which very closely con- 
cerns Europe, more particularly Great Britain. Mr. Cleveland has taken his 
stand on free trade, and although his party managers have considerably planed 
down his platform, he is universally recognized in the States as pledged to in- 
itiate a new departure in fiscal policy, nor can there be any doubt that he would 
act up to this understanding were he elected. The central issue of the contest 
lies between the maintenance of the present fiscal system intact and its modi- 
fication in the direction of tree trade. Andon that broad question Mr. Cleve- 
land's candidature naturally and necessarily carries English sympathy. 


[London Times of July 6, 1888.] 


It would hardly be possible to put the free-trade case more clearly or more 
strongly, and yet such is the force of words, President Cleveland shrinks from 
the use of the term “free trade,’’ and in fact declares that those who taunt him 
with being a free-trader are deceiving the country. ‘“‘ Free trade ’’ appears to 
be equivalent, in the language of American political controversy, to ‘enemy of 
the workingmen and of industrial enterprises.” 

That it should be so is one of the curiosities of politics, and an extraordinary 
instance of the power of a phrase even over minds which are commonly shrewd 
and reasonable; for it is certain that the arguments which President Cleveland 
urges are those which Cobden used to employ forty-five years ago, and which 
any English free-trader would employ now. Such propositions as that taxation 
ought to be strictly limited by the needs of the country; that it is unjust to tax 
the whole community for the benefit of special classes; that import duties stifle 
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production and limit the area of a country’s markets, are purely free-trade argu- 
ments As such we are very gia se President Cleveland using them, though 
2 Which makes it dangerous to give them 





London Iron and Steel Trad Journal, July 7, 1833 


it President Cleveland is one of the most sound 
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y actual needs are worthy of J. S. Mill 


< ch of I C. R. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, in Ilouse of Representative 
May 17, 1888. 
Of course any reduction of excessive rates of tariff taxation isin the direction 





of free trade. [donot seek to conceal my own belief in the wisdom of t! 
greatest possible freedom of trade from all hindrance and restrictions. 


Speech of Hon. John H. 0’ 





‘eall, of Indiana, in House of Representatives, May 


14, 1888 


ys 


As a free-trader—and I claim to be one—I protest against making the tariff so 
high as to destroy competition from abroad. 


Speech of Hon. R. P. Bland, of Missouri, in House of Representatives, July 19, 


} 288 | 


I am not here for the purpose of voting for a tariff on lead, or a tariff on flax, 
or a tariff on anything, but 1 am here to get the tariff off everything I can. I 
am in a combine for the purpose of reducing taxes, and I wi!l vote for a bill 











with free lead, or free anything else in it to accomplish that purpose. 
[Speech of Hon. 8. S. Cox, co? New York,in House of Representatives, May 18, 
1888, } 

There was no warrant in England, there is no warrant here, either by natural 
laws or State laws, or constitutional requirement, to restrict such freedom of 
exchange for the personal or class interests of any ene, any more than there is 
a warrant for a State religion or the abridgment of speech, press, and suffrage. 
* © * Freedom, not only to work as we please, but to dispose of the product 
of our work as we please; freedom to spend our money where we can get the 
most for it, and freedom to make that money without the ignominy of enslaving 


statutes. 


[Speech of Hon, Silas Hare, of Texas, in House of Representatives, May 12, 1888.] 

1 believe that a tariff for protection is the foundation and principal cause of all 
the complaints and unrest that have either threatened or actually disturbed the 
public peace and quiet for years. * * * If we did not require money to de- 
fray the expenses of Government, I would be an absolute and uncompromising 


| tree-trader. 


[Speech of Hon. Peter T. Glass, of Tennessee, in House of Representatives, 

April 26, 1838. ] 

I am in favor of putting all the raw materials of manufacture on the free-list, 

including salt, coal, iron ore, copper, timber, and lumber, together-with every 
article now on the free-list. 


[Speech of Hon. L. F. McKinney, of New Hampshire, in House of Representa- 
tives, May 4, 1888. } 

Give usa free and open market with the world, break down the barriers that 
a false system has built around us, go back once more to the principles of true 
Democracy. Asan abstract question of right, who is there who dares to say, 
with his hand upon his heart, looking to God, “Ihave not the right, the God- 
given, inalienable right, to buy what I may need or require wherever I can 
buy it most cheaply?’’ Not one. 


[Speech of Hon. J. B. McCreary, of Kentucky, in House of Representatives, 
May 2, 1888. ] 


J 

Iam glad to be a member of a Congress to which a President sent an annual 
message entirely on tax reform, and which is true to the principles and teach- 
ings of the Democratic party from its organization by Jefferson at the begin- 
ning of this century to the present time, 


[Speech of Hon. W.J.Stone, of Kentucky, in House of Representatives, May 
16, 1888. | 
The North yet worships the shrine of protection, but the handwriting is on 
the wall and that idea is doomed to pass out of the list of American idols. 
{Speech of Hon. Isidor Rayner, of Maryland, in House of Representatives, May 
1, 1888. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the Democracy here to stand true to their 
eolors. |Applause on the Democratic side.| I appeal to them tostand uptothe 
traditions of our party. A tariff for anything else than revenue is outside the 
traditions and principles of our party, and at war with its pledges and history. 
It is foreign to our platform. We have given to the people the assurances of 
our intention to do this. Let us prove our faith by our works. [Applause on 
the Democraticside.| Let us engrave upon the imperishable tablets of the law 
the truth of the doctrine we have proclaimed. A man can not,at this time, 
upon this floor, be a Democrat and be in favor of the continuance of the pres- 
ent system. 


[Speech of Hon. Edward Lane, of Illinois, in House of Representatives, May 
12, 1888. } 

Free trade is the natural right of commerce. * * * Protection is forever a 
cheat and delusion. * * * Protectionis not right. * * * Itshould be an 
inherent right in every American citizen to sell his labor and his wares where 
hecan get the best price, and to buy where he can buy the cheapest. * * * 
The protective system is un-American, and isa perversion of the laws of nature, 
of God, and man. 

[Speech of Hon. Charles T. O’Ferrall, of Virginia, in House of Representatives, 
May 2, 1888. ] 

“Tariff for revenue” is the motto which I have tacked to the masthead, and 
if I shall fall, I shall fall with my face to the enemy still crying aloud against 
the oppression of my people. lintend to stand by, uphold, and defend, as far 
as God has given me the ability, the underlying principles of Democracy upon 
this question. I may be a weak defender of the right, but I will at least be a 
bold one. The flag of tariff for revenue will soon float in triumph, and when 
victory is once inseribed upon it, the child has not been born that will ever see 
defeat written overit. * * * Sir, I believe commerce between nationsshould 
be relieved, as far as possible, of all fetters and all restraints. 


[Speech of Hon. Edward Lane, of Illinois, in House of Representatives, July 
16, 1888, ] 


Iam for free and unrestricted interchange of commodities with the whole 
world (with a tariff for revenue only). If this is free trade, then Iam a frec- 
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ALLISON. If the Senator from Alabama will yic 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


RECESS—FINAL ADJOURN} 





ld to me, I 


The reso- 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri Thats 
p. m. on Saturday, the 20th day of October, instant, the« President of t ’ 
and the Speake retthe House of Representatives adj ournthe irrespective Houses 
to meet on Monday, the 19th day of November ne xt, at12 

Mr. ALLISON. 
day before yesterday to the Senator from Georgia {[Mr. Brown], that 
I am satisfied we can make but little further progress with the reve- 
nue bill now. I propose this recess for the reason that it w ill give us 
two wee ks s before the beginning of the regular sess _ in which to go 
on with the bill and make it absolutely certain, as as : the e Senate is 
concerne a, that it can be passed before the Ist of io uary. That 
the only motive I have in suggesting a recess. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa ask 
the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON I ask unanimous consent that 
Mr. COC KRELL. I desire 


to suggest to the Senator ft 
it would better to refer the res 





CK mM. 












Intiors ‘ 
olution, to-day at iea 





I will say in offering this esata as I stated the 


| 
| 











e 
) 
. + 
: ' 
i 1 
d re ) 
I ( 
y # 
L t V 
tion 1 
em 
Mr. H 
‘ Sil T t 
1 ext 1 
Mr. COCKR ] 
Lb eve y 
Mr. A 
‘ rec . 
ne bi W 
M lay in D 
ott j o! 
ier business. ( 
ynsider th 
full attendance, b 
of this moment t 
y erv well 
There has not 


ight to be in tl 
Mr. 


estion ? 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Sé ssio 


n, 
days, sa 


BR¢ WN, 


SON 


ALLI 


BI 20WN. 


\ 


¥, Oi: Vacat 
tf 


rum of the two Hi 


turn here on the 


Mr. 


wee k 


Ss 


think. 
Mr. Bl 
it could be done? 


ALLISON. 


Ty tir 7 
tOWN. 


ALLISON. 
>t 
| 


AGA) 


make any progres 





when Sena 





i 
} 
, icc 
’ 
; ‘ 
the ( 
f ‘ 
nie ‘ 
' 
se | 
+} 
n ‘ 
consicde 
¥ ’ 
Will t 


Lon, ¢ 


SeS 


19th of 
I hope 
$s wn 
L10n. 

' 

Loe 
1 ¢ 
AT, 
vi 


tigation of t } he 
y ele l } 

; ene @ 

1 more tl l 

rn h the 19th « 

| ? aaa 

i 4 pt) vi 

ourned until t reg i 
to prevent a holiday rece 
bill until it is disposed o 








iF 
ting 
i to 

feel 















9524 


ought to be disposed of so that the business interests of the country may 
not vontinue to be disturbed by keeping the tariff question open. I 
believe the bill ought to be disposed of, and I am sorry that we are not 
able to dispose of it at this session. If Congress can be adjourned, I 
say in advance that I will assist in retaining the Senate in session dur- 
ing the time usually spent in holidays and in urging the consideration 
of this bill until it is disposed of. 

I think a good deal of inconvenience in many respects would result 
from taking a recess now. From now until election day, the 6th of 
November, very little opportunity will be allowed to Senators to at- 
tend to any of their own business, which has been neglected now for 
nearly a year. Between the election and the 19th, less the time re- 
quired to get back here, scarcely any time would be allowed to Sena- 
tors to look after their affairs at home. It seems to me that Senators 
ought to have three or four weeks to look after the condition of their 
business at home. 

I hope it may be agreeable to the Senate to adjourn with the under- 
standing that in order to facilitate action upon the tariff bill we shall 
avoid the usual holiday recess and go on with the consideration of the 
bill until it is disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that the Senator from Iowa will see at 
once the propriety of changing the resolution as I have indicated. 
While as a matter of course we know there are not Senators enough 
here personally to make any binding obligation, I am satisfied that all 
on this side of the Chamber who are here will concur in the statement 
that we will oppose any of the ordinary motions for arecess during the 
Christmas holidays, and will join with the Senator from Iowainsecuring 
continued consideration of the bill from the day of the regular meeting 
of Congress until final action is had upon it, as my friends here sug- 
gest, sitting on Fridays and Saturdays. In other words, we will de- 
vote the time assiduously to the consideration of the bill, and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa may rest assured there will be no opposition to final 
action upon the bill on this side of the Chamber. ‘There will be no 
attempt to delay action at all. Action will be facilitated by the course 
I suggest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. lI ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the resolution be referred toa select 
committee to be appointed by the Chair, to consist of five Senators. I 
think that course would be better. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa, in order to bring 
this matter to a head, that there is a great deal of force in the sugges- 
tions which have been made by the Senator from Missouri and other 
Senators upon that side of the Chamber. Tocome here at any time in 
the middle of November or soon afterwards would be a matter of great 
inconvenience, and it would be doubtful whether many Senators could 
be got here. 

In view of the earnest, and so far as we have seen, unanimous, ex- 
pression upon the other side in favor of an adjournment rather than a 
recess, and in view of what has been said by the Senator from Texas as 
to what would be his course in pushing forward the revenue bill at the 
regular session, I suggest to the Senator from Iowa whether it would 
not be wise, rather than to delay action or send the resolution to any 
committee, to substitute for his resolution for a recess one that shall 
provide for an adjournment instead, in accordance with the suggestions 
which have been made upon the other side. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I concur in the propriety of the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Maine. Personally I have no special objection to coming here on the 
19th of November, but I am satisfied that we should not have a ma- 
jority here. I think it has been apparent to the country for the last 
several weeks that no tariff bill would be passed at the present session. 
The attempt to pass one on the part of the Senate has been in the es- 
timation of the country buta farce, as it was very apparent that no bill 
could be passed at the present session. I do not care to continue any 
longer what in the judgment of the country is a farce. 

If we are going to adjourn, let us adjourn to the regular term. We 
all know if we come back here in November there will be no tariff bill 
passed during the present session, and we might just as well adjourn 
at once; and we could have adjourned six weeks ago with just as much 
propriety as we can to-day, in my judgment. I have been ready my- 
self, whenever a proper resolution should come, to vote for an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yesterday the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] during the course of his remarks took occasion to say that the 
Senate substitute was a mere temporary arrangement, thatso far as the 
Senate was concerned it was a play, and the venerable Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] now intimates the same thing. 

Mr. President, I want to test the sense of the Senate, and both sides 
of it, as to whether it is our purpose to pass a tariff bill or not. My 
object in proposing a recess instead of an adjournment is that if it is 
necessary that we should pass a tariff bill, we shall go and doit. I 
have not the slightest doubt that there will be a fall quorum of the 
Senate on this side on the 19th of November, no matter what happens. 
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That is what I believe, and it is for that reason that I propose this recess. 
I know the views of Senators on both sides of the Chamber as respects 
this question. I will say frankly to both sides of the Chamber (be- 
cause there is on this side a desire to adjourn as well as upon that) 
that—I see that the Senator from Alabama smiles when I make these 
| remarks. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
have dropped into. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
on my resolution. 
Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator mean that he will pass it by a ma- 
jority without a constitutional quorum? 
Mr. ALLISON. I mean tosay that I shall take the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon it. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under ihe 
rules until to-morrow, and will be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message frém the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allot- 
ment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian 
Territory. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Eliza M. Ferris. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 11599) to authorize the Postmaster-General to rent a suitable 
buildingin the city of Washington to be used as a mail-bag repair-shop, 
and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


I was merely smilingat the hole some of our friends 
That was all. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. President, I shall test the sense of the Senate 


I object to the consideration of the resolution this 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Eliza M. Ferris; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation acd simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolution just now oitered by 
the Senator from Iowa in charge of this bill [Mr. ALLISon], to take a 
recess until the 19th of November, alters the apparent situation, but 
not the real situation, as to legislating upon tariff taxation. The 
general in command orders the bugles to sound a retreat instead of a 
surrender, but his army disappears all the same. ‘The fifteen days in 
November set apart for the discussion of this measure, made to take 
the place of twenty days between this and the Gth of November— 
the election day—had just as well be utilized now in debating and 
voting upon this bill. 

I must be pardoned for still doubting as to the real motive of this 
movement. It seems to me that itis only a finesse by which to escape 
the disclosure of serious disagreement among Republican Senators as 
to the items of this almost inscrutable bill. 

if the Republican majority in the Senate desire that the people shall 
pass upon the new issue they seek to inject into this campaign—difier- 
ing widely from the issue presented by the Chicago convention, and 
still more widely from the platform that General Harrison has been 
building for his personal use—they should prove their faith by their 
works. They should stay in this Chamber and vote on this bill, and 
then the people, in their voting, would better understand who aud what 
they are expected to vote for. 

This Chamber has been deserted by the majority, who claim to be 
the earnest, enlightened, and only capable tariff reformers. They fled 
from their own bill; they have so managed that no vote on it is possi- 
ble until the Senators are summoned back by the remnant who linger 
here to their post of duty, and the resolution just read is intended to 
excuse them from returning here to vote on this measure. 

How long will it be assumed by the Senate that the people can be 
deceived by the thin varnish of appearances? None of the empty dec- 
larations of a purpose to relieve the country from a pressing and dan- 
gerous emergency that now echo through this deserted Chamber wil! 
strike the public ear with any other than a sense of their insincerity. 

The Senate cannot afford to play at this farce in the face of an anx- 
ious people. ' 

The people want to know if the subsidized class of monopolists who 
have so long grown rich upon their toil, through excessive and unjust 
taxation, are still to throttle them, and whether a day of relief will 
ever come. 

The people have the power now, in this Chamber and in the other 
House, to get some relief under the Senate bill and greater relief under 
the House bill. Why not give it to them? Why do we wait until 
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It is claimed that the Government saves something in the final interest 
account—in the long run—by paying this enormous premium to the 
bondholder. If that is true in a final balance-sheet, how does the re- 
sult compare with the losses now being sustained by the people in hav- 
ing $128,000,000 taken from their business to-day in order to pay that 
sum, ten years or twenty years in advance of its maturity ? 

Whether or not the Government loses money by this operation, the 
people not only lose it at a fearful rate in their business, but they lose 
it in that hardest of all impositions upon commerce and industry which 
compels an encroachment upon the capital needed to carry on any form of 
trade by compelling them to pay the principal and interest to-day on 
debts that fall duetwenty years after date. No legitimate business can 
stand such depletions. High taxation to compel the people to raise 
money to-day to pay the principal and interest of a public debt to ma- 
ture twenty years hence is the least justifiable, the most oppressive, and 
the most cruel tyranny that was ever practiced in the name and under 
color of the laws. And to do this, to put money in the pockets of ale- 
galized monopoly, or to enrich one class at the expense of another is an 
abuse of the taxing power for which there can be no excuse. 

Notwithstanding the fact that General Harrison and the Chicago con- 
vention regard this as an inconvenient time to stop the raid ef the bond- 
holders and the subsidized classes upon the earnings of the people, and 
have no quarrel with the annual excessive taxation of $120,000,000, be- 
cause the bondholders can so profitably absorb it at 29 per cent. pre- 
mium on their bonds, and because the protected capitalists can realize 
from it much larger percentages in their profits, the country will wel- 
come these eleventh-hour comers into the vineyard, the Senate com- 
mittee, with their pruning-hooks and leather aprons, prepared to cut 
off this parasitical excrescence. ‘They come very late, and angrily 
threatening to cut the tendrils of the true vine; but since the Democ- 
racy have at last forced them to work for the country instead of the 
lords of the vineyard, we will have a care that they shall do no serious 
harm. 

They come protesting that their labors are all for the benefit of for- 
cign capital and foreign pauper labor, who, they allege, are the real tax- 
payers, but they feel that this is an error which they have not yet the 
courage to recant in words. 

In their speeches they cling to this error, but they abandon it in their 
bill and come squarely abreast with the President in Geclaring that un- 
necessary taxation is an unjust taxation, and that this excess of $73,- 
668,999.30 is an unjust tax and must be pruned off, leaving the true 
vine to grow and bear fruit. The logic of their speeches is in deadly 
conflict with the logic of this Senate bill. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in a speech in New York last week, 
has so clearly stated the manner in which this Administration has used 
the surplus revenue that the present unjust and dangerous tariff has 
poured into the Treasury that i gladly avail of this opportunity to pre- 
sent it to the Senate. It is an answer to statements and questions put 
in the Senate by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISson ], which, I trust, 
will convince him that he has not fully comprehended all the reasons 
that dictated this wise policy. 

The present Administration upon coming into power found many difficult 
problems to deal with. My predecessor was confronted at the outset by a gen- 
eral alarm as tothe future of ourcirculating medium. This alarm was, as would 
now appear, premature, but it was very real, and threatened disaster. He met 
it by various devices, which averted the danger and allayed fear. Among these 
devices was the suspension of bond calls until such astate of things was reached 
that every kind of our money was received with confidence by our people in 
every part of the Union. On March 31, 1885, there was a surplus in the Treas- 
ury of $22,259,025.76. This surplus increased until on January 31, 1886, it was 
$79,689,862.24. Theownership of silver dollars by the Government also increased 
from $43,878,256 to $93,959,880, Tlrusthe surplus formed a reservoir which caught 
and held that kind of money which the people did not wish to hold themselves. 
This temporary accumulation in the Treasury the then Secretary believed would 
keep those silver dollars which the people still held as valuable as they were 
when paid to them by the Government. The result justified his belief, 

At this time confidence had then fairly well been restored, and bond calls be- 
gan again, and were made in such amounts as to prevent any further accumu- 
lation of surplus until August, 1886, when I, then being Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, deemed it prudent and wise to increase the amount of each call, the 
result of which was the reduction of the surplus on February 28, 1887, to $19,- 
148,975.45, or $3,000,000 less than the Administration found it on assuming power 
two years before. When we began calling the bonds there were $194,190,500 of 
3 percents subject to call. The last of these bonds was called in July 1, 1887, 
and at the end of that month we had a surplus of $45,698,594.15, to which the 
revenues were daily adding, and there were no bonds which could be called or 
bought, except on such terms as the holders thereof might demand. Money 
soon became in sharp demand, bank reserves were low, timid capital was seek- 
ing safety, business men became alarmed, and were pressing in their appeals to 
the Treasury Department to save the country from financial disaster; there- 
fore all the remaining bonds needed for the sinking fund during the fiseal year 
ended June 30, 1888, were purchased between July 31 and October 1, 1887, ata 
total premium of $2,852,015.88, and thus the surplus was kept from increasing 
during those two months, 

After the sinking-fund requirements had been met, there was no indisputably 
Jawfuol method left to avert surplus accumulation. An increase of Government 
deposits in national-bank depositories was the only certainly hwwful means left 
to save the country from the evils which a rapid withdrawal of the circulating 

lium from the channels of business might cause, consequently the banks 
were urged to become depositors, and thus put at least a portion of the daily 
surplus of the Government where it might be available for trade. Asafurther 
inducement to do this the percentage of deposits to the par value of the United 
States bonds, which were in all instances taken as security, was somewhat 
raised, but always was kept within the limits of absolute safety. In fact, the 
money thus deposited was and is far more amply secured than the money in 
the subtreasuries; there is no possibility of the loss of a dollar of these depos- 
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its. The banks, particularly in this city, at first were reluctant to take deposits, 
and for a time I feared that this resource might fail, but gradually more and 
more banks applied, until about $40,000,000 above what would have been the 
normal deposits under proper conditions was thus placed and made available 
for the country’s business. I need not add that there was absolutely no favor- 
itism in this matter; the banks were designated and deposits made in the order 
of the applications ; political and personal friends and foes were treated exactly 
alike, the widest possible distribution was sought, until almost every State and 
Territory had one or more depositories, and could use some of the money which 
rightfully belonged to their business. 

Our critics say: But you ought to have bought bonds; the law gave you am- 
ple power ; you could have saved interest onthe bondsbought. In reply, I say 
that considering the large sums of money which we knew that we must invest 
in bonds, and which we have since invested in them, I believe that had we at- 
tempted to spend $40,000,000 in the purchase of bonds between October 1 and 
December 31, 1887, the price of the bonds would have advanced much mor 
than it did, and that the net result now would be a much greater outlay in pre- 
miums than the interest which would have been saved had the bonds been 
bought. I say further that many good authorities doubted the lawful power to 
pay premiums for any but sinking-fund purposes; the purchase was not abso- 
lutely necessary ; and consequently we deemed it best to adopt the conserva- 
tive course and keep within unquestioned law and await the advice of Congress, 
then to meet within two months. The question involved was the use of the 
public money in the payment of high premiums on the debt not yet due. Iam 
accused of overcaution in doing this, of anxiety, to be sure, that it had the sane- 
tion of the law-making power; if this be a crime in an executive officer, then 
Iam guilty. 

” » . i © * * 

Mr. Blaine says that a deposit of $1,000,000 is worth to the depository $50,000 a 
year. Let us see how this is. A deposit of $1,000,000 would require $910,000 in 
4 per cent. bonds as the security, which, at 125, would have cost $1,137,500. This 
money loaned at 5 per cent. would have given the bank $56,875, if the bank had 
not become a depository, but, being a depository, it must keep 25 per cent. of 
the deposit as a reserve; so it can loan but $750,000, which produces $37,500 in- 
terest. Now add the interest on the United States bonds, which Mr. Blaine with 
horror says that the banks are allowed to collect. Four per cent. on $910,000 is 
$36,000, and you have $73,900 received by the depository; but from this should 
be deducted 1} per cent., the yearly proportion of the 25 per cent. premium 
which the owner of the bonds must lose when the bonds are paid at maturity, 
twenty years from date of purchase, and there is left $62,525, the difference be- 
tween which and $56,875 is $5,650, not $50,000, as stated by Mr. Blaine, as the 
reward to the bank for serving as the medium to put a million of dollars where 
it could be useful at a time of dire necessity. 





The report of the Senate Committee on Finance is both a confession 
and a demonstration of the fallacy that the taxes on imports, sold in our 
markets, is a tax on the foreign producer and not on the consumer. 
No other subject but tax-fed monopoly would ever find logicians ready 
to uphold so bold and misleading an error as this. I rejoice that this 
committee has marched over the débris of this absurd proposition that 
has so long done service to injustice and wrong. If the existing reve- 
nues from taxation are too large by the sum of $73,668,999.30 annu- 
ally collected, how do we give any relief to our people by reducing the 
tax; if it is true that it is the foreign producer and not the home con- 
sumer, who pays this tax? It can not possibly hurt our people to have 
high taxation on any imported goods if those taxes are, in fact, paid 
by the foreign producer. This committee solemnly declares, when it 
brings in this bill, the absurdity of this assertion. They explode it. 

They give up this unnecessary tax because it is a burden on our peo- 
ple, for which there is no plea or excuse, and which they are aware that 
the people will no longer endure. 

If it is true that high taxes make low prices by increasing home 
competition in home production, and if low taxes increase prices, why 
does this committee lower the taxes on any imported products unless 
they desire thereby to increase the price of that product. Ifa high tax 
lowers prices by increasing competition a low tax must raise them for 
the same reason. And yet this committee boasts of decreasing some 
taxes while it deplores increasing others. The proposition that the ex- 
isting taxes are too high for the good of the people is admitted by this 
Senate bill just as it is by the House bill, and they both adopt the same 
rule of measuring the excess of taxation, namely, the sum that the 
revenue exceeds the utmost probable limit of the needs of the Govern- 
ment. 

Both Houses also agree that a reduction of revenue from tariff taxa- 
tion is a public necessity, and the Senate committee makes a boast of 
the reduction of tax rates on sugar, jute, and other crude materials in 
the following sympathetic and gratulatory statements: 

The high rates of duty which have been levied upon this important article of 
food have not successfully developed the sugar-producing industry of the United 
States. The great natural advantages which the producers of cane sugarsin the 
tropical islands have over those of the United States preclude domestic compe- 
tition upon equal terms. If it were not for the fact that parties interested in the 
production of sugar from sorghum or beets are confident of the rapid develop- 
ment of these industries in the United States the committee would recommend 
a still greater reduction inthe rate of duty upon sugar, as the advantages of this 
reduction would be felt through a larger circle than any other which could be 
made in our tariff schedules. 

The general drift, therefore, of both bills is towards lower rates of 
taxation. The ship is unmoored at last and floats with the current of 
popular feeling and of American policy. The ice nip in which it was 
frozen has thawed in the warm breath of an indignant people, and the 
Republican committee of the Senate are coming in ‘‘ out of the cold.”’ 

The Republican minority of the House Committee on Ways and 
Means could neither be driven nor induced to formulate a bill to re- 
duce taxes. 

In debate they could not deny the necessity for such reduction, but 
the winter was still upon them. It was too early in the contest for 
them to feel sensibly that the country was growing hot for a relaxa- 
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wisdom reflected upon the canvas just for a moment from the mayic- 
lantern of the majority of the Senate Committee on Finance and is 
then turned away to flash again upon the political meetings. 

If there had been at any time any expectation that the Senate would 
be permitted to vote on this bill before November, this absence of Sen- 
ators would bea grave matter, and the country would take note of the 
situation. It isthe Republican party that has required this delay in 
considering this bill, and not the individuals whocomprise that party. 

This expedient for longer maintaining the present unjust and ruinous 
tariff is of a piece with all the party tactics that have beea resorted to 
by the Republican party for years. 

Whatever their party platforms, Presidential candidates, Congress 
men, and leading papers may say, or may have said. even in the form 
lges to the people in favor of tariff reform, results only in 
broken promises. 

When, in 1880 to 1883, the people demanded tariff reduction and re- 
form, the demand was evaded by providing a Republican commission 
to investigate the subject of l’ederal taxation, and to report their rec- 
ommendations to Congress. They were all the friends of a protective 
tariff as contradistinguished from a revenue tariff. 

They were of that class who are now claimed to be the only people 
fit to consider a tariff bill—the friends of high protection. This start 
ling arrogance on the part of the advocates of monopoly, that only 
protectionists should be permitted to deal with protection, found its 
supposed exclusive privilege to doctor the tariff in the appointment of 
that commission. In their report this vainglorious demand was fully 
complied with, and high protectionists were formed into a commission 
to reform the tariff. That commission could not defiantly shame the 
truth. They could not witness with indifference the real sufferings of 
the people. They reported a tariff measure far more moderate than 
the Mills bill, and urged its adoption for the following reasons, among 
others: 


; ' 
ol soiemn pie 


Early in its deliberations the commission became convinced that a substan- 
tial reduction of tariff duties is de nanded not by a mere indiscriminate popu- 
lar clamor, but by the best conservative opinion of the country, including that 
which has in former times been most strenuous for the preservation of our na- 
tional industrial defenses. Such a reduction of the existing tariff the commis- 
sion regards not only as a due recognition of public sentiment and a measure 
ot justice to consumers, but one conducive tothe general industrial prosperity, 
and which, though it may be temporarily inconvenient, will be ultimately ben- 
eticial to the special interests affected by such reduction. No rates of defensive 
duties, except for the establishment of new industries, which more than equal- 
ize the conditions of labor and capital with those of foreign competitors, can be 
justified. Excessive duties, or those above such standard of equalization, are 
positively injurious to the interest which they are supposed to benefit. They 
encourage the investment of capital in manufacturing enterprises by rash and 
unskilled speculators, to be followed by disaster to the adventurers and their 
employés and a plethora of commodities, which deranges the operations of 
skilled and prudent enterprise. 

Numerous examples of such disasters and derangements occurred during and 
shortly after the excessively protective period of the late war, when tariff duties 
were enhanced by the rates of foreign exchange and premiums upon gold, Ex- 
cessive duties generally, or exceptionally high duties in particular cases, dis- 
credit our whole national economic system and furnish plausible arguments for 
its complete subversion. They serve to increase uncertainty on the part of in- 
dustrial enterprise, whether it shail enlarge or contractits operations, and take 
from commerce, as well as production, the sense of stability required for ex- 
tended undertakings. It would seem that the rates of duties under the existing 
tariff—fixed, for the most part during the war under the evident necessity at 
that time of stimulating to its utmost extent all domestic production—might be 
adapted, through reduction, to the present condition of peace requiring no such 
extraordinary stimulus. Andin the mechanical and manufacturing industries, 
especially those which have been long established, it would seem that the im- 
provements in machinery and processes made within the last twenty years, and 
the high scale of productiveness which has become a characteristic ot their es- 
tablishments, would permit our manufacturers to compete with their foreign 
rivals under a substantial reduction of existing duties. 

Entertaining these views, the commission has sought to present a scheme of 
tariff duties in which substantial reduction should be the distinguishing feature. 
The average reduction in rates, including that from the enlargement of the 
free-list, and the abolition of the duties on charges and commissions at which 
the commission has aimed, is not less on the average than 20 per cent., and it 
is the opinion of the commission that the reduction will reach 25 per cent. 


The Republican party resisted legislation in both Houses to carry 
out the views of this commission. Finally, in 1883, when driven to 
the wall, they passed the law as it stands now, in which there is 
legislation by a conference committee against the express votes of both 
Houses, and that legislation was all in the interest of high duties, of 
which the highest were on articles of prime necessity. 

With constant effort since that time the Democracy have been un- 
able to get the subject considered in the House, and the tariff of 1883 
has remained intact. It is a sunken rock fn thesea. Waves of popu- 
lar indignation roll across it, but there it remains, immovable. Until 
the people have again spoken on this subject, in terms that will warn 
monopoly, conspiracy, trusts, and combines that they are no longer the 
disposers of their rights and the regulators of their industries, these 
favored classes will never yield any of their advantages, and will never 
consent toa tariff revision in the interests of the toiling masses. When 
the people elected Tilden they expressed their confidence in a states- 
man who went as far as Mr, Cleveland has ever gone in his efforts to 
reduce the taxation of the people. Mr. Garfield, a member of the Cob- 
den Club, went as far as Mr. Cleveland in the same direction. Mr. 
Arthur urged his party to reform the tariff and reduce taxation, and 
Mr, Evarts, while a Cabinet minister of the Hayes administration, 
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under his responsibility, made a report to the first session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress, in which he said: 

There is something in the Republic which gives an individuality to the peo- 
ple of the United States possessed by no other people to such a degree. Our in- 
ventive genius in mechanical appliances is original, and at least twenty-five 
years ahead of Europe. Our people accept innovation; are prepared for it by 


anticipation. Europeans do not, One workman in the United States. as will 


be seen from the foregoing extracts, does «s much as two workmen in most of 


the countries of Europe; even the immigrant from Europe attains this progress 
ive spirit by a few years’ association with American workmen, We have no 
oppressed and stupid peasantry, little more intelligent than the tools they han- 
die. All are self-thinking, self-acting, and self-supporting. 

Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability by the brilliant 
development of our own resources to exclude by honest competition foreign 
manufactures, to a large extent, from our shores. The question which now per- 
em ptorily challenges all thinking minds is how to create a foreign demand for 
those manufactures which are left a ter supplying our home demands. We can 
not stand still, for the momentum of increase will soon become so great that it 
will push us outward anyway; to push us safely and profitably is of so much 
Importance as to almost overtop all other questions of the hour, 

‘The question appeals equally to the selfishness and patriotism of all our cit- 
izens, but to the laborer it appeals with tenfold force; for without work he can 
not live, and unless we can extend the markets for our manufacturers he can 
not expee steady work, and unless our manufacturers can undersell foreign 
manufacturers we can not enlarge our foreign market. 

The first great truth to be learned by the manufacturers and workingmen is 
that the days of sudden fortunes and double wages are gone. We must realize 
the fact that ocean steam communication has annihilated distance and brought 
the nations face t» face. This drawing together of the nations means equa iza- 
tion in trade, profits, wages, ete., the advantage being with those who soonest 
accept the situation, and show the most sensible continuity in the new paths of 
success, 

But so firm is the grip of protected monopoly upon the power of tax- 
ation that nothing, it seems, can cause it to relax, and so imperious are 
their demands for the ownership of what they call the home market 
that they require that the tariff shall yield no revenue to the Govern- 
ment when its operations admit the products of any foreign country 
into competition with them. Nota step of progress in that direction 
has been made in reality since 1867, although in 1883, under the pre- 
tense of reducing the revenue, the increase caused by that act has en- 
dangered the country to a frightful degree. 

It is the fixed purpose of the monopolists to stand by the tariff of 
1883 with all its dangerous consequences, and this bill and its history 
prove the fact. This Chamber would not be deserted by the high-tax 
Senators to give them an opportunity to endeavor to control the people 
in their votes if they did not intend that excessive taxation should 
still continue to pour into the Treasury more than $100,000,000 a year 
of surplus revenue and more than $300,000,000 a year into the coffers 
of the protected capitalists. 

The present tariff in all its essential features is intended to be per- 
manent. If the surplus is reduced $73,000,000 a year, it will be done 
only on the condition that this sum shall be multiplied by three inits 
advantages to the protected capitalists, and at the expense of a suffer- 
ing people, so far as the Republican side of this Chamber can control 
legislation. 

In any European state a surplus revenue of $120,000,000 annually, 
as a fixed income, would breed wars of conquest and aggrandizement 
that would destroy the people. When our bonded debt is extinguished, 
or even while we are waiting for its maturity, what will we do with 
this constantly increasing store of money ? 

What more dangerous thing could exist in our country tian the 
fixed certainty of the yield of this vast sum tothe Treasury every year, 
taxed from all consumers to pay a few producers for engaging in pur- 
suits that yield naturally large returns for skilled labor? 

Already the laborers clamor and strike for a larger dividend in the 
tax-bonus that was alleged to be raised to pay for their toil. ‘The own- 
ers of the labor-saving machines claim five parts out of six for what they 
contribute to the production. They differ; the labor ceases until want 
has compelled a resumption of work. In the mean time the high tariff 
has forced out competition, and the scarcity of supply has forced the 
home market up many points. Thestrike hasstarved the workingmen 
into submission, while the capitalist, the owner of the machines, has 
greatly increased his wealth by waiting for a higher market. 

How often has it turned out that strikes have been provoked by the 
owners of plants and machinery in order to produce this very result ? 
Let our laboring men answer. 

It is easier, safer, more respectable to have the operatives desert a 
factory where ‘‘their room is good company ’”’ than it is to lock them 
out when they are working contentedly for subsistence. If all the 
money that bas been made by capitalists in the rise of prices for their 
productions, in consequence of strikes and lock-outs, could have been 
distribated to their employés, millions of hungry men, women, and 
children would shout for joy. 

If the laborer could receive his fair share of the bounty given to the 
capitalists by unequal tax laws, the men who suffer most from the un- 
just exaction would feel compensated, in great measure, for the wrongs 
they suffer. The people understand all this. They know the causes 
that breed discontent amongst operatives of all classes in this land, 
where all others are contented and live in peace. : 

It is a reproach to a free government that such troubles should exist 
and that they should be, as they are, beyond the powers of the civil 
authorities to control them. They could not exist if a rankling sense 
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Senate does not respond as readily as the House to the will of the Did not the Republican President and Senate ratify a treaty with 
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ers, So we must decide first and hear thevevidence afterwards as to!) pany hundreds of distinct tems I pg th 
whether this is, as is alleged, the best first draught of a tariff bill that | cide of the Senate bill 
ever came before the American Senate. —— : ' ' rITUT 
The Senate will agree with me that the absence of the Senator from Acorns. raw. dried or undried, but unground 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] from the Senate is a deplorable loss, as is the Baryta, sulphate of, o1 ytes, unmanufactur 
absence of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi]. Mr. Beck’s ; 7 FR hac Nh ai tail te a a ' 
views on this question are stated by him in a way that precludes any Braids, plate, flats ‘Seon ate tet aamaietine bale. 4 Petey 
efforts to improve them, or to make his arguments more powerful or Bristles, raw or unmanufactut 
convincing. His contribution to the report of the minority « ples us : rat pee bulbo = re oe. - oo 
to survey a field with comparative ease that would be otherwise crowded ° Coal. - ale came ‘plage sr 7 
with difficulties, He had not seen the bill, I think, when his report The chairman of the committee said th eal nalebale: 
was written, but he was informed as to its general tenor and provis- ical mistake: no. not clerical: that is to say. i isam 
sons. : : : ment on the part of the committee putting that in the 
I have felt that we could not add much to the weight of his argument | they heard from West Virginia and that the hair was 
until we could enter upon a consideration of the bill, item by item, and | peads of some of theit Republican friends out there, th 
then we could only give specific application of the facts and doctrines | ang apologized for it, calling it a mista 
he has stated in a general way to the provisions of the bill in detail. Mr. GEORGE. What is it? 
The tables prepared by Mr. Switzler and submitted by the Senator from Mr. MORGAN. Coal-slack or culm’’ on the { f 
Missouri [Mr. VEstT] are upon the best expert authority to which we | 4 mistake. but i is a mistake not of t 
could resort. They do not give the comparative taxation of separate | wrote the article that the printer was to set up. I 
articles of the respective classes of goods, but are sufficiently in detail | ¢j9n to the free-list 
to enable us to understand the general drift and purpose of the authors ‘ t 
of the Senate bill. Curling-st 
The first and most distinctive feature in both the House and Senate Cur 8, Za r othe ae ; 
bills is the free-list. Amongst all the absurdities that are uttered in | 5 Pangelion foots, Faw, « 
the discussion of our tariff system among the grossest of them is that Feathers and d ; 
which impates to the Democratic plan of taxation the epithet (for such J 
e it is intended to be) that it is a free-trade plan. _ eae 
Equally absurd is the notion that the Republican plan is for protec- Ram 
"4 tion throughout, and contains no elements of free trade. A mere phrase Sisal 
< can not be invented that will fully dqgeribe the plan of taxation of either ; . a : . saaiaes : ; a 
party. \s near an approach to it as I can make would describe the Dem- *| matting. Cl wh as 
. ocratic plan as giving equal justice in the tariff laws to every Ameri- = arease and oils, used 10 pn 
A Hiuman nair, raw or uncle aned, and not lraw 





, : iow while » Denahiia len eoake watae wat — : 
can industry, while the Re publican plan seeks to confer upon certain | Mineral waters, not specially enumerated 
selected industries, in certain favored sections, peculiar advantages in | Molasses, testing not above fifty-six degrees, 
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* Olive oll, for manufacturing or mechanical purposes 

* Nut oil, or oil of nuts. 

Opium, crude or unmanufactured 

I believe that was a mistake; that was in the report, but was not in 
the bill; that was a change of opinion of course, unless the bill was 


written before the report was 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


a change of opinion anyway. 
It is in both the bill and report. 


Mr. MORGAN. Opium, crude or unmanufactured ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon; I thought it was stated the other 
day that it was not, in re ply toa remark of the Senator from North 





Carolina |Mr. VANC! 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator mistakes. 
Mr. MORGAN. The list continues: 
* Potash, crude carbonate. 

* Potash, « stic or hydrate, 
* Potash, nitrate of 
* Potash, sulphate of 

Potash, chlorate. 

Rags, all not enumerated, 

*} ip seed, 

Rape seed 

Ss nd. 
* Tar and pitch, of wood, 
* Turpentine, spirits of. 


Let us look at this free-trade schedule of the Committee of Finance 
and see whether it was intended to apply to articles not grown or man- 
ufactured in the United States. 

I have referred to these articles by a star in frent of each. What 
about spirits of turpentine? What country makes more than we do? 

Mr. ALLISON. No country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whatabout bees-wax? Why put bees-wax on the 
free-list when every old lady in the United States who has a few bee- 
hives can melt out a little bit of wax and take it to the country store 
and buy a few spools of thread to sew up the cloth that she spins on 
her spinning-wheel and’weaves on her home-madeloom? Bees-wax is 
useful in many manufactures, and yet it is the most domestic of all 
domestic industries that I know anything of, and when you put that 
on the free-list you strike at the income of almost every poor old lady 
in the South, to say the least of it, and I expect a great many in the 
North. 

This measure has very little consideration for that class of people. 
They are not known to exist in the world, so far as this bill is con- 
cerned, and Providence might just as well have omitted the unneces- 
sary act of creating them, for, after all, they have got to take care of 
themselves and support everybody else. The toils that they perform 
every day around their households they are to get no benefit from, and 
they are discriminated against in favor of wealthy men like Jay Gould 
and Vanderbilt, who never planted a grain of corn or of wheat in the 
world, and yet they have run their fortunes up until Jay Gould’s is 
said to be $277,000,000, and God knows how much Vanderbilt’s is, for 
they have got the practice now of hiding how rich they are. 

If George Washington or Thomas Jefferson had supposed that the 
Republic of which they were laying the foundation could beso far 
abused in the warping of the Constitution of the country as to open the 
seams through which this vast flood of money could pour into the pockets 
of single individuals they would have shut the door on them and have 
tried some other plan. It was entirely unexpected and unanticipated 
that in a country of freedom and equality of privileges and of rights 
and immunities of every kind, the law could be framed in such a man- 
ner, through the pressure of a political party whose chief aim it is to 
make their friends rich, as that one man in this country, without 
ever laboring or toiling or contributing anything whatsoever to the gen- 
eral good of mankind, could amass a fortune according to law of $277,- 
000,000. 

I look upon it, as I think this world must, with utter amazement. 
There is not & crowned monarchy in this world that can confer upon 
one of its subjects by all the monopolies it can put within his reach and 
by all the exclusive privileges and honors it can confer, the opportunity 
or the ability to do that which this Republican party have provided 
in favor of men like Jay Gould and Vanderbilt through their system 
of the abuse of the Constitution of the country. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘They subscribe to the campaign fund. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which campaign fund? 

Mr. MORGAN. It does not make any difference to me which. I 
am here not to deal with political parties or political partisans or that 
celebrated gang of upstarts who are called political leaders, but I am 
here as an embassador from the State of Alabama for the purpose of 
trying to rectify the laws so that these men can not use this powerand 
can not find it to be used for these corrupting political ends, and so that 
every man in the United States shall have an equal, a fair, and a just 
opportunity to rise under the smiles of Providence to the true dignity 
of his manhood and to the enjoyment of the benefactions that He has 
provided for us all, 

I do not ask which party they subscribe to. 
Island may want to know. I do not. 


The Senator from Rhode 
It makes no difference in what 
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party these things appear. If, in looking upon the statute-books of 
my country, I find that the laws as they exist are capable.of bringing 
about such results as these, it is my duty not to desert this Chamber 
aid of thesesubscriptionsof fat fried out 
of protected manufacturers, but it is my duty to stand here in this Sen- 
ite and look these laws over night and day, and Sunday, if need b 


until we have brought relief to a suffering people. That is my du 





ecnes in 


’ 


| and that is what [ am trying to perform. 


This committee, however, of free-traders—for what is a {frec-trade1 
but a man who wants goods imported without duty ?—ad WW 
classifications of imported articles to the three hundred and thirty-two 
already admitted free of duty by Republicans in Congress, and to all 
the goods of Canada and nearly all coming from Hawaii, amounting in 
value annually to more than $293,000,000, while all dutiable imports 
amount to $450,325,321. 

Largely more than half of the goods imported from foreign countries 
into the United States are admitted free of duty under the Repub- 
lican law of 1883, and this committee adds hundreds of articles under 
forty-two classifications to that list, and yet they have the assurance 
to rise in this Chamber, man after man, and denounce this side of the 
Senate as being free+traders. 

J will read an extract on that subject from their report on page 28: 

A free-trade country may be properly described as one which does not im- 
pose protective duties upon importations. Lord Salisbury lately defined a free- 
trader as one who is opposed to protection. Mr. David A. Wells recently said, 
‘* Free trade, as an economic principle or politico-commercial system, is the di- 
rect opposite to the so-called principle or system of protection.” If these defi- 
nitions are correct the promoters of t!:is bill are self-confessed free-traders, and 
the denial that they are engaged in a “crusade of free trade’? comes too late, 
for the American people are not likely to forget the lessons of 1844 and the po- 
litical rallying ery of * Polk, Dallas, and the tariff of ’42.” 

I can imagine what must be the feelings of a man who has pocketed 
a fifty-dollar bill that belongs to somebody else and is going off with 
it, and as he passes out of view he meets a friend whom he reproaches 
as being a thief. The friend points to the fact, ‘‘ You haye got $50 of 
stolen money in your pocket; why do you call meathief?’’ ‘‘Be- 
cause if you had had the opportunity you would have stolen $100.”’ 
Here is this committee carrying this enormous free trade in foreign 
goods making no objection to it, or very slight, and adding forty-two 
classifications of articles to it, turning around in their report and en- 
gaging in new definitions of what a free-trader is; something that they 
put up that they think will fit our side in order to get the chance to 
apply to us what they Believe to be an unpopular epithet, and yet they 
are passing through the Senate here and through history as the cham- 
pions of a system that brings in more than $293,000,000 of values a 
year without the imposition of a single cent of duty. 

And when Mr. Cleveland asked them to reinstate the tariff upon 
Canadian goods, and the House passed a bill that it should be done, 
amounting to not less than $20,000,000 a year, and when that would 
seem to be necessary as a measure of reaction or retaliation ugainst 
Canada on account of ill-treatment to us under an alleged existing pro- 
vision of the treaty of Washington, the House passed the bill and it 
came over here and went to the Committee on Foreign Relations, of 
which I happen to be a member, and there it sleeps the sleep of death. 
Why? There are two reasons for it. Twenty million dollars a year 
would have added too much to the surplus revenue, which would have 
made a necessity for cutting it down a little more, and the blessed 
railroad corporations, that have got so much fat to be fried out of them 
yet for the benefit of campaign purposes, would have lost money! 
That is a plain statement, but it is nevertheless absglutely true. 

Why did the committee add anything to the free-list unless the people 
needed the relief they give them, small as it is, and partial, until it 
sickens the sense of justice? Why did they not propose to repeal the 
existing free-list, so far as it includes any articles that are produced in 
the United States, or for which we can produce a good substitute, if they 
intend to protect American industries simply because they yield home 
productions? Hides, tan-bark, tannin, charcoal, horns and hoofs of 
cattle, indigo, lemon and lime juice, asbestus, sulphur, drugs, alumin- 
ium, cotton, eggs, fire-wood, fresh fish, goat-skins, logs, railroad ties, 
and great number of articles are on the free-list of 1883 and are pro- 
duced in our country. 

Not only are these left on the free-list by these avowed enemies of 
free trade, but they add to the list forty-two classifications of articles, 
all of which but seven are produced in the United States. Driven into 
this corner by their substituted tariff bill, they resort to new defini- 
tions of what they call free trade, and attempt to convict us of polit- 
ical heresy for practicing what they preach. It isa vain thing to at- 
tempt to convict the Democracy of evil intentions when our accusers 
do precisely what we are doing, except that we are trying to distribute 
and adjust taxation so as to save the people and they are trying to in- 
crease the riches of the capitalists at the expense of the people. 

It is with much satisfaction that I present the list of articles free of 
duty which the Mills bill proposes to add to the existing free-list in a 
table that shows the present rate of duty on each article. In that list 
is found the highest merit of the Mills bill. Thatis taxation remitted, 














and every human being in the United States shares in the relief just 
given. I will put this table as an appendix to my remarks. 
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been some apprehension awhile back that it was about to be demanded 
of him, the United States of America would not find among its own 
native-born sons one that it could not spare with less regret than this 
adopted Scotchman, who came tous a boy. His heart is with the peo- 
ple of this country. He takes the Democratic view of the Constitution 
of the United States, which gives to every man in this Jand an equal 
right to rise by his own energies and his own abilities. 

While he is detained from the Chamber by sickness his nature chafes 
and frets at the thought that he is not able physically to be here to 
take a hand in this great battle between the yeople and the monopo- 
lies. His statements, sir, made in a written report will be received by 
the people of the United States until the itemized facts are produced 
and the witnesses appear who are to deny those statements, and when 
I repeat from him what he solemnly utters, I always feel that I have 
under my feet a foundation that is immovable. 

Che sugar monopoly is made easier by the Senate bill, and the con- 
sumer of nearly every pound that is made will pay the refiner in ad- 
dition to his mereantile profit from 75 to 100 per cent. profit on all the 
duties he pays on imported sugars. The committee abandon the pro 
Why they did not put it on the free-list is a ques- 
tion alone for the consumers to examine into since the producers are 
openly deserted by them. This is what the committee say on that 
subject, and it is a point of very considerable importance: 


tection of sugar. 


The high rates of duty which have been levied upon this important article of 
food have not successfully developed the sugar-producing industry of the United 
States. The great natural advantages which the producers of cane sugars in 
the tropical islands have over those of the United States preclude domestic 
con petition upon equal terms, If it were not for the fact that parties interested 
in the production of sugar from sorghum or beets are confident of the rapid de- 
velopment of these industries in the United States the committee would recom- 
mend a still greater reduction in the rate of duty upon sugar, as the advantages 
of this reduction would be felt through a larger circle than any other which 
could be made in our tariff schedules. 


There is a clear abandonment on the part of this committee of any 
doty supposed to rest upon them heretofore to give any protection to 
sugar, because they say that they have tried it, and the production of 
sugar can not be improved by high rates of taxation. So that South- 
ern agricultural production is dropped out of the scheme of protection 
entirely. I repeat, why is it that the consumers of sugar throughout 
the United States shall not demand that sugar shall be put on the 
ivee-list, the Republicans, who have professed heretofore to be the nurs- 
ing mother of all protected industries, having abandoned this infant to 
the inclemency of the season? ‘This is retaliation upon a Southern in- 
dustry, so meant, so intended, and so avowed. 

I can not more truly or more forcibly present the retaliation of the 
Senate bill upon the cotton-growers of the country than by quoting 
{rom the report of the minority of the committee: 


Cotton-ties also receive careful consideration by the majority. Itisnot enough 
that the most formidable and insolent trust which ever laid its hand upon the 
throat of honest labor, threatening every class, from the poor colored cotton- 
picker whose few pounds of crop he could not get to market for lack of means 
to wrap it. tothe merchant and capitalist who had advanced the necessaries of 
li‘e to sustain that labor through the season. To these come the proposed re- 
vision, not with helping hand, but other burdens, and the cotton-ties which 
their own friends had reduced tu 35 per cent. in the tariff of 1883 (one of the 
bright oases in a desert of iniquity) they omit by name, but include in a new 
classificaticn, so that instead of 35 per cent., it must pay according to the valua- 
tion of 1887 over 100 per cent., adding nearly a quarter million dollars tax on the 
imported ties alone, all of which is a loss to the cotton producer, Even with 
this they are not content, but still ferther tax the struggling agriculturist in 
this schedule by raising the duties on trace chains, and all other kinds less than 
three-eighths of an inch thick, from 2} cents, which is equivalent to 44.37 per 
cent.. to 3 cents per pound, equivalent to a rate of 53.57 per cent. Can ingenuity 
go further? 


I say that the taxation of cotton-ties is a mere act of unjust retalia- 
tion for an alleged discrimination in favor of Southern producers, and 
to prove it I will read from the report of the majority their confession 
of this purpose: 


The removal of the duties frém cotton-tirs, burlaps to be used as cotton-bag- 
gins, machinery for making cotton-bagging, jute bags, ete., the retention of 
h gh dutieson certain plantation products, such as sugar at 68 per cent. and 
rice at 100 per cent., the imposition of duties which would be protective on the 
coarser kinds of cotton and woolen fabrics manufactured in this section, all 
point to an attempt by the terms of the House bill to discriminate in favor of the 
plauters of the cotton-growing States, an attempt made with the vain hope 
that it may be found possible to achieve the permanent prosperity of one sec- 
tion atthe expense of another. 

lhe industries of this section are notdisturbed. It is well known that a con- 
siderable number of interests in other sections are suffering from insufficient 
protection,and yet it is significant that the only article upon which the rate of 
duty is increased in the entire bill is uncleaned rice, which by a change in clas- 
sification is advanced from 70 to 100 per cent.ad valorem. We submit herewith 
(Appendix FE) a suggestive table, taken from the census reports, which shows 
the relative proportion of the various manufactured products upon which rates 
are removed or largely reduced by the Llouse bill that were produced in 1880 in 
the cleven cotton States and in the other States, This table discloses the fact 
that the section which furnishes the bill and two-thirds of its effective support- 
ers supplies but 2} per cent. of the industries to be crippled or destroyed. 


The House bill throughout is a measure for the reduction of taxation. 
The fact that the duty on uncleaned rice is increased does show an in- 
tent to foster the rice-growing industry by subsidy. I object to the 
principle involved in that feature of the bill, but when it is called to 
mind that rice is grown only in malarial districts where negro labor 
alone can be employed, that the area of the rice-growing districts is very 
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small, that it is an agricultural pursuit apart from all others, requir- 
ing such peculiar knowledge of the art that a rice-grower is as distinct 
from other agriculturists in his skill as a fruit-grower is from a corn- 
grower, it claims the approval of philanthropy that we should encour- 
age this industry. The negro who grows rice is the competitor of the 
Chinese cooly, of the Hindoo laborer, the Egyptian fellah, and is not 
in competition with any other laborer in the United States. In view 
of these facts the flimsy excuse for this legislative retaliation on the 
leading industries of more than half the arable portions of this country 
has no reasonable justification. 

The bagging, forced by a tariff tax that gives shelter to conspiracy to 
extort from the cotton-grower enormous tribute, and the iron ties that 
are taxed in the Senate bill more thay 100 per cent. on their cost, area 
dead loss to the cotton-grower. Thetareon every bale of cotton in Liver- 
pool is 28 pounds, without reference to the wei_ht of the bale. With 
cotton at 10 cents a pound it is $2.80 deducted from every 500-pound 
bale, worth $50. If the bale weighs less, say 400 pounds, it is worth 
$40 minus $2.80. This tare reduces the selling price of the 500 pound 
bale to $47.20, and of the 400-pound bale to $37.20. This is 5.60 per 
cent. on the value of the crop. On a crop of 6,000,000 bales, at 10 
cents per pound, the loss to the cotton-growers is $16,800,000. ‘This is 
all thrown away, for they are not even allowed to have the discarded 
iron hoops and the bagging stripped from the cotton bales by this arbi- 
trary rule of the market. 

Now, for us to add more than 100 per cent. to the cost of the cotton- 
ties and nearly as much to the cost of the cotton-bagging to increase 
our revenues that are already so grossly in excess that Congress is ready 
to resort to any measures to get rid of it, however dangerous to the 
country, is a species of legislative retaliation that no acrimony of party 
feeling and no exaggeration of sectional resentment can justify to the 
minds of a thoughttul, honest, and generous people. The cotton crop 
of the South is the permanent and irrevocable gilt of Providence to 
this country as an incident of our climate. No richer gift was ever 
bestowed upon any land, and no other country can, by its productions, 
destroy its values. More than half the yield from this crop is pro- 
duced by white labor, and 95 per cent. of those engaged in its subse- 
quent manufacture are white people. 

In the cotton-fields the father and mother, sons and daughters, are 
engaged first in the cultivation and then in the harvest, which must 
be gathered by hand labor. More of personal toil enters into this crop 
than in any other industry, even more than in rice and sugar. The 
product is $300,000,000 a year in ready cash, and that money is gold 
whenever it is demanded. In the exchanges of the United States itis 
the leading factor. Without this our balances of trade would shrink 
out of sight and be lost to hope. The Constitution compels us to ship 
it without the protection of an export duty. In cotton we must have 
compulsory free trade, and our market is with people who are daily 
styled paupers by our learned Senators. The home market could no 
more absorb our cotton crop than Alabama could consume all the wheat 
in the Northwest. With fivefold our present population we could not 
absorb the increase of production that will attend such an increase of 
our population. 

Cotton clothing is the first lesson that impresses the savage and leads 
him up to civilization. The uses of cotton will extend and amplify 
with the increase of human population, which is the true mission of 
Christian philanthropy. The more people there are in the world, and 
the more they are enlightened and refined, the greater must be the de- 
mand for cotton. 

That the Senate Committee on Finance should have forgotten these 
things when it declared a war of retaliation on cotton is a sad evi- 
dence of the extent to which the passing demands of a political cam- 
paign can tempt our justly distinguished statesmen to attack anything 
that seems to oppose their march to power and make open war upon an 
industry that is the whole living of their negro allies in the South. 

Fully half of every bale of cotton raised by negro labor belongs to 
him the moment it is gathered. If negro labor produces 3,000,000 
bales one-half the burdens I have stated falls upon the negro race, and 
this is a hard blow to be inflicted by the pretended friends of those peo- 
ple. I leave them to settle their own family quarrels. The white 
people of the South spend the cash proceeds of their cotton after large 
usury is paid for money borrowed to support the working people, for 
provisions and clothing. It is they and not the manufacturers of New 
England that furnish the great home market to the Northwest and 
New England. * 

If they had no other claim than this to some indulgence from ex- 
cessive taxation, I should feel it a privilege to see them dealt justly 
with. Those who still desire to legislate for sections or against sec- 
tions will still find followers who go where their prejudices lead them; 
but, if the Senate still'desires the South to be made the subject of retalia- 
tory legislation to gratify a prejudice, the resort to tax laws for this 
purpose is cruel to innocent people, especially so to the improvident ne- 
gro population, and is not up to the standard of magnanimity or of 
courageous legislation which the American people expect to find in the 
Senate. 

I will not attempt further to debate this bill until it is called for 
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in this country, in the Senator’s own State. Assuming, however, what 
is claimed, that this duty will add one-quarter to the ties, it only 
makes, as the Senate substitute proposes, a difference of 2 cents a bale 
to every bale of cotton in the United States, which when sold in this 
country is paid for as cotton. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator is mistaken about its being paid foras 
cotton in this country. It is not paid for as cotton. ‘Tare affects the 
price here as it does in Liverpool. 

Mr, ALLISON. That is a question of course of debate. What I 
mean to say is that when a bale of cotton is purchased in this country 
it is purchased with the cotton bagging and the iron hoops on it. 

Mr. GEORGE. The tare is taken off. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a question whether it is or not. The New 
England manufacturer buys 9 pounds of iron which cost the cotton 
planter 2 cents a pound and he pays 10 cents a pound for it. Upon 
whom the tax rests ultimately I do not say. 

Mr. GEORGE. He gets it for nothing by its reducing the price of 
the cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a question of argument whether it does or 
not. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, a bale of cotton that weighs 528 pounds is sold 
for 500 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in this country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’spardon. The manufacturer of 
New England who buys a bale of cotton weighing 528 pounds, iron 
hoops, bagging, and all, pays for 528 pounds without any allowance for 
tare whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. But you get your market rate at Liverpool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an open question whether you do. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the market rate at Liverpool is fixed by the 
fact that 28 pounds are taken from every bale. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The market rate in Liverpool is not the same al- 
ways as the market rate in New England. It is a very complicated 
question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish merely to state that this proposition as to 
cotton-ties makes a difference of 2 cents a bale on the cotton, and no 
more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel that I ought to say a word in regard to the 
statement made by the Senator from Alabama concerning the action 
of the conference committee on the tariff law of 1883. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imade nostatement, if the Senator will allow me; 
I read from the report of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator reiterates the statement which the 
Senator from Kentucky makes in his minority report. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has always been my conviction, however. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam the only Senator who was a member of that 
conference committee now in the city,.and I should have hitherto paid 
some attention to the statement contained in the views of the minority 
submitted by the Senator from Kentucky had it not been for the en- 
forced absence of that Senatér—an absence the occasion of which I re- 
gret as much as the Senator from Alabama. 

Many of the statements which the Senator from Kentucky makes as 
to the action and motives of members of the conference, based upon 
the allegations of others, are absolutely untrue, as can be demonstrated 
by the RECORD, and as will be shown whenever the Senator from Ken- 
tucky shall appear in his seat, which I hope may be very soon. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow us 
to believe the Senater from Kentucky, whom we all know to be a very 
accurate man, until his statement is shown by demonstration to be 
false. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt the Senator from Kentucky be- 
lieved that his statements were true. I have as high respect and ad- 
miration for that Senator as any man upon this floor, and, as I have no 
doubt, he was misied. I believe that upon an examination of the rec- 
ord he will as quickly and as readily exonerate his colleagues on the 
Finance Committee and admit his error as any other Senator in the 
Chamber would. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator state what the inaccuracy is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is too long a story to go into now, and I prefer 
to have the Senator from Kentucky as well as the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. MorRILL] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN j 
here whenever the statement is made. 

One word in regard to sugar. The Senator from Alabama says that 
the Senate substitute fixes a rate of duty upon raw sugars, testing 75 
degrees of saccharine strength by the polariscope, at .70 cent per pound, 
and on the first grade of refined sugars, between Nos. 13 and 16, 1§ cents 
per pound, or a difference of .67 cent per pound, or a duty on refined 
sugar nearly double theduty on raw sugars, for the benefit of the refiners. 

The House bill fixes the rate of duty upon sugars testing 75 degrees 
of saccharine strength at 1.15 cents a pound, and upon refined sugars, 
between 13 and 16, at 2.20 cents per pound, showing a difference be- 
tween raw and refined in the House bill of 1.5 cents per pound as 
against .67 cent per pound by the Senate bill, giving an additional 
benefit to the refiners by the Honse bill of .38 of a cent a pound, oran 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 




























































OCTOBER 17, 


annual gratuity to the refiners upon all the sugars consumed in this 
country which pass through the refineries of $11,400,000. This bonus 
to the refiners, it should be borne in mind, is in addition to the pro- 
tection which they receive under the Senate substitute. I think it due 
to the Senate that this statement should be made. 

Mr. MORGAN. My reference to the sugar production was more pat 
ticularly to the fact that the Senate bill does not change the relative 
rate of duty on unrefined and refined sugars, but the duty on grades be 
low No. 13 Datch standard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In that the Senator is very much mistaken. 

Mr. MORGAN. I can not be, because it is put in a specific sum. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I can convince the Senator of that by a 
single statement. 

Under the existing law the duty upon sugars below No. 13 Dutch f 
standard, the average being ninety degrees, is 2 cents per pound, and the 
duty on refined sugars between 13 and 16 is 2.75 cents, or a difference 
of seventy-five one-hundredths, or three-quarters of a cent per pound. 

By the Senate bill the average rate on raw sugars at ninety degrees is 1 
cent a pound, while the duty upon No. 13 to 16 is 1} cents, or a dif- 
ference of three-eighths of a cent a pound. We have then a difference 
of three-eighths of a cent a pound under the Senate bill between raw 
and refined as against three-quarters of a cent under existing law, ora 
reduction of three-eighths cent per pound of the protection afforded 1 
finers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ninety degrees of saccharine strengthas developed 
by the polariscope is not a fair test. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Istated that ninety degrees was the average. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then why do you put seventy-five degrees in the 
bill ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We commence assessing the duties at seventy-five 
degrees. 

Mr. MORGAN. The fair test is to take the extremes, the lowest on 
sugars below 13, and the lowest on sugars above 13. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator takes that as a basis he will find a 
very much greater difference between the present law and the Senate 
substitute than the basis taken by me. For instance, at seventy-five 
degrees, under existing law, the duty is 1.4 centsa pound, and from 
13 to 16 it is 2} cents per pound, making a difference of 1.35 cents pei 
pound between seventy-five degrees and 13 to 16, while under the Sen- 
ate bill this difference is but .67 cent. If the Senator takes that basis 
for his calculation he is worse off than betore. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no right to complain of the Senate Finance 
Committee about this matter, because they have openly and avowedly 
and in a very frank way disclaimed any intention to protect sugar here- 
after, so that it would be a heartless job; but what I complain of now, t ® 
and what I complained of in 1883, was that the difference in duty be- 
tween the grades below 13 and above 13 was very great. The Senate 
committee has held on to precisely the same relative differences in duty. 
Certainly it has to lower the grade of sugars at 75 degrees saccharin: 
strength and those that are 13 by the Dutch standard or above it. | 
you put the duty at just one-half, exactly what it is under the act of 
1883, you lower the grades. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, I want to be corrected if Iam mistaken about 
it. 

Mr. ALLISON. All sugars under 13 Dutch standard must go into 
the refineries; that is to say, they are unfit for consumption, and therc- 
fore must go through the refineries. The protection to the refinercom 
between 13 and 16 and above. The existing protection to the refiner 
is three-quarters of one cent per pound, and that is the gravamen of the 
contest made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in his strict- 
ures upon the act of 1883. The present protection to the refiner is 
three-quarters of a cent. Under the Senate substitute the protection 
is three-eighths of a cent. So we have reduced the relative protection 
to the refiner one-half, or from three-quarters of a cent to three-eighths 
of a cent a pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. In reducing that you_have given the refiner the 
opportunity of one-half the money to form his combination and con- 
trol all the sugar under 13. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me one moment more, I 
ought to add that the House bill, which I suppose the Senator proposes 
to favor, gives to the refiners fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent pro- 
tection, as against thirty-seven and a half one-hundredths in the Sen- 
ate bill, or, in other words, twenty one-hundredths of a cent per pound 
more than the Senate bill upon every pound of sugar that passes through 
the refineries. That is the entire production of foreign sugars. So the 
Senator can quarrel with the House bill, and not with the Senate bill 
in his criticism. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not quarreled with either the House bill or i 
the Senate bill as yet, because 1 have not had an opportunity to find 
out precisely what they do. Weare getting at it a little bit now upon 
sugar. I was felicitating the Senate and the country upon the fact 
that beth the House and the Senate were making reductions in the 
existing rates of duties upon all commodities that were touched, and I 

thought it was a good occasion for us to get together and consider the 
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Mr. MORGAN. 1] 
Mr. GEORGE. Iam: 
erted in this body that intelligent, true, commercial men will pay for 
28 pounds of worthless stuff, as bagging and ties are after they are p 
on the bale, the same price that they pay for the cotton wh 
closed within the bale, without making any deduction from t] 
I think I can state a fact or two very well known in c 
cles in the South which will remove all doubt upon that su 
In the first place, the price of cotton in this country is fixed by the 
market in Liverpool. New Orleans is the great commercial mart of 
cotton in the South. Large amounts of cotton are brought to New Or- 
leans for the purpose of shipment and sale to Liverpool. In Liverpool 
the tare is taken off. Can any sane man believe that the purchaser in 
New Orleans for shipment to Liverpool, buying by the Liverpool price 











(that is regulating the price in New Orleans by what the cotton can be | 





sold for in Liverpool with a fair profit), will pay 8 or 10 cents a pound 
for 28 pounds of tare when as soon as its gets to Liverpool he will not 
get anything for it? 

There are one or two other facts to which I will call the attention of 
Senators. A commercial bale of cotton in the South formerly was 450 
pounds. I believe in late years it has risen to 500 pounds. Itis a 
well-known fact, recognized in all the markets in the South where the 
tare, bagging, and ties are taken without making any special deduc- 
tion, that if the bale of cotton offered for sale is a light bale, less than 
400 pounds, then the price is reduced, simply because it is light and 
simply because the tare, the bagging, and ties which inclose the cot- 





ton and which have been adjusted in the price for a commercial bale | 


would be unequal; and therefore a reduction is made. 
I call the attention of Senators to another fact very well known in 
the South. Six or seven yards—I have forgotten which, and it is not 


material } 


material—of bagging are ordinarily putaround a baleof cotton. If there 
be an excess over the number of pounds which is the regulation, then 
a deduction is madeon that account. That shows that the tare is ad- 
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justed in the price. Six hoops or ties is the regulation number for a | 


bale of cotton. If you put seven ties upon a bale of cotton, then there 
is a deduction for that. 

These things show quite evidently to a thinking man that the tare, 
instead of being deducted specifically, is weighed with the bale and ad- 
justed in the price which is paid 
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The message also announced as follows 
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An act (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice 
of sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 210) authorizing the printing of the third 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; 

An act (H. R. 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke; and 

\n act (H. R. 5248) for the relief of the American Grocer Associa- 
tion of the city of New York. 

The following bill was approved October 13, 1888: 

An act (H. Kt. 1923) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., and at other places herein 
named. 

rhe following bills were approved October 15, 1888: 

An act (H. KR. 200) granting a pension to Walter O. Watson; 

An act (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters; 


An act (H. R. 968) granting a pension to H. 8. Sayre; 


An act (H. R, 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Raines; 
An act (H. R. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody; 
An act (H. R. 2471) granting a pension to Anna M. Noyes; 


t 
t 
t 
t 
An act (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 
An act (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 
An act (H. R. 2788) granting a pension to Lieut. George T. Russell; 
An act (Ii, R. 4039) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 
An act . 5174) granting a pension to Statira Young; 

t . 5740) granting a pension to Anson Ward; 

t 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 

t 


An ac 
(An ac 
An act (H. 
mother of Martin V. Wilcox; 
An act (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 
\n act (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 
t (H. R. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcena Noel; 
t (H. R. 9862) granting a pension to Benjamin F.- Bair; 
An act (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 
An act (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 
An t 
t 
t 
t 
t 


An ac 


— 


A 
Ln ac 


act (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 
\n act (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 
An act (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 
An act (H. R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner; 
\n act (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 
An act (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blocd 


An act (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 
An act (H. R. 71243) granting a pension to Mary E. McQueen; 
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of Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrington; 

An act (H. R. 3504) for the relief of John German; 

An act (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; 

An act (H. R. 8993) tor the relief of Shadrack W. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 8748) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

An act (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd; 

An act (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension of Charles Hahneman; 

An act (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin; and 

An act (H. Rh. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball. 

VETO MESSAGE—JOHN ROBESON. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 6201, entitled “An act granting a 


pension to John Robeson.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted August 8, 1862, and was discharged 
for disability on the 2istday of November, 1862, after a service of a little more 
than three months. 

In the certificate of disability upon which his discharge was granted, the cap- 
tain of the beneficiary's company states that he has been unfit for duty for sixty 
days; that the soldier represents that he has not donc efficient service since en- 
listment by reason of phthisic, from which he has suffered since childhood, but 
has grown woree since entering the service. The surgeon of the regiment states 


| in said certificate that the soldier has asthma, with which he has been afflicted 


from infancy. 

Upon this certificate based necessarily so far as his previous condition is con- 
cerned, this man procured his discharge after doing but very slight service. 

Ile filed an application for pension in the Pension Bureau in October, 1879, 
basing his claim upon the allegation that he contracted asthma in September, 
182, about a month after he entered the service 
Two special examinations were had in his case, and his statement was taken 
in each. 

On the first examination he said he could not account for the statements of his 
captain and surgeon, unless they arose from a remark he made that he had 
phthisic when he ‘vas small, 

On the second he accounted for the statements of the captain and surgeon by 
saying that he felt very sick, and feared that he could not live if he remained in 
the service; that he was suffering with jaundice, as well as asthma, and hw 


| been told that he could not be discharged on account of jaundice, but could on 


awe 
An act (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Mar- 


garet, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 

An act (H. R. 9371) granting a pension to Betsy Williams, widow of 
William R. Williams, private Company C, Eighth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; 


An act (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 


b re, 

An act (H. R. 9358) to increase the pension of Rosalie O'Sullivan; 

\n act (H. R, 10210) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
i homas; 

\n act (H. R. 10733) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

An act (H. R. 2566) for the relief of Phillip Kopplin; 

An act (H. R. 6449) for the relief of Perry R. Nye; 

An act (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon: 

An act (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford; 

An act (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

An act (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Teegardin; 

An act (H. R, 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; 

An act (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

An act (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda Spangler on the 
pension-roll; 

An act (H. R. 10256) to place the name of Lucy Wagor, of Hills- 
dale, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

\n act (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cyrus Millius, of Ogden 
Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; and 

An act (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May. 

The following bills were approved October 16, 1888: 

An act (H. R. 508) granting a pension to Sarah F. Hawkins; 

An act (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans; 

An act (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustav W. Geyer; 

An act (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. Crook; 

An act (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath: 

An act (H. R. 8553) granting a pension to Arabella Davis; 

An act (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston; 

An act (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 

An act (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny Buell; 

An act (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias H. Hall; 

An act (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Charles Junot; 

An act (H. R. 10708) granting a pension to Jane E. Knoble; 

An act (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to Nancy J. Cotner; 

An act (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret Gray; 

An act (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Bates, widow 


the Pension Bureau, 


account of asthma, he asked the captain to tell the surgeon that he had known 
him to have asthma before enlistment. He also says that he procured others to 
tell the same story. 

On these examinations there was the usual negative testimony produced of 
certain parties who knew the claimant before enlistment, and did not know 
that he was afflicted. This is balanced by the evidence of others who testify 
that the claimant had asthma before enlistment. 

Upon consideration of the character of the ailment, the testimony upon the 
two examinations, and the conduct of the beneficiary and his own admis-ions 
I can not esc:ipe the conviction that whatever disability he had at the date of 
discharge he had when he enlisted, and that his claim was properly rejected by 





GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, October 16, 1888. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask that the further reading of the messages be 
dispensed with, that they be printed in the Rrecorp, and referred to 
the appropriate committees. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think they had better be read. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Mornitv], and if there be no objection the message 
will be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETER LINER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto message; 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. $9106, entitled ‘‘Anact granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Liner.”’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted as a sergeant in the regular Army 
in 1871, and he alleges that he served a previous term of enlistment, commenc- 
ing in 1866. 

While on a march from one post to another on the frontier in September, 1874, 
the beneficiary was severely wounded by the bursting of a gun, necessitating 
the amputation of three of his fingers. 

The reports of this occurrence develop the fact that the gun which bursted in 
his hands was a shot-gun, and that the accident happened while the beneficiary 
was hunting “ for hisown pleasure or benefit.”’ 

His wound was a severe one, and the injured man was probably a good and 
faithful soldier, but it seems quite clear to me that it would be extending the 
pension theory to an unwarrantable limit to hold the Government responsible 


for such an accident. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, October 16, 1888. 


SOPHIA VOGELSANG. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I return without approval House bill No. 10661, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mrs, Sophia Vogelsang.”’ 3 3 ‘ 

The husband of this beneficiary was severely wounded in the military service 
of the United States, and in consequence of said wound his left leg was ampu- 
tated. This was in 1862, In January, 1863, another amputation was performed 
higher up above the knee. He appears at that time to have been living, or at 
least was treated, at Detroit, Mich. He was pensioned at the rate of $30 per 
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month at the t le which occurred at Louisville, Ky., w! | I : - s 
pears to have !, on the 2st day of July, 158 s ‘ 

The beneficiary filed a 1 for pension in November, 1585, a t ‘ 
] s 1 lied Rang ! < 

Phere does not, h« « r, seem to be a particle of evicde establis 
cause of death On the contrar the report re eived at the Pension B \ 
his death t put it to sunstroke, and this does not see to be « . . 5 ’ 
t i | ~ ' ‘ | 

Che report of the House Committee to whom this bill was 1 rred, } s | Was I ( { 
' heorv that death was caused from the use of opium to allay t i | to be 
oft d lis theory is presented upon the ¢ l opi of 
geon living in Detroit, who made the second amputa i118 He says t 
the pa f wound obliged the soldier to take n But it does Ir . 
appear that he observed the case fora long time prece« at Instead of . . 3 
giving an opi n that the disability and morphine produced death, he says ‘ . ary 3 
is reported to me,after describing the condition ofthe limb, vious toitsamy t g ia , q : 
tion in 1863,and immediately thereafter, ‘‘according to my opinion said disal irged a e last-ment 
and the constant use of morphia in consequence of it may have been the cause of ‘ ant t : 
his death his, and the statement of a druggist in Louisvil that he sold him . ! ' ss of I I i < ' . 
morphine to alleviate pain, and of twodifferent persons wit l | ta a pan’ the same < 
at that city in 1885,to the same effect,is all the evidence é ares a anid « ecn U { 4 
tending in the least to hint that the death of the pensioner Lany | of, eine atisn " . on afte ! cod 
cause but sunstroke, which really stands as the undisputed « pet the ser e. and ade w ; lou - 

The gation in the committee’s report that the beneficiary's claim was re- He t la claim for pens Dese 24 18 fifteen vears a r 
jected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that her husband's de 1 s n wi » he cla j j . j ved 
from the use of morphine,is erroneous. The cause of re tion is stated to be to his back by « ping | 
‘that the death cause (sunstroke) was not the result of the soldier's military ; na I ‘ a 
service ad to en é 

We are not therefore left to the isid l¢ i 1est whether death s claim fo ' ‘ 
from the use of morphine tos he disa ty ine red ‘ Qe : 
for if de resulted from sunstr aimed that it was in any " : 1< , nd ¢ +} ‘ 2 
way related to such disability. ‘ prostration and spinal tro » we td to ser\ 

iROVER CLEVELANI | Both of these cases were appealed to S ary 
EXECUTIVE MAnstIon, October 16, 1838. ion of said appeals it is stated that up: Lp] 
e the soldier first set in ry » his 
WILLIAM S. LATHAM, ' that the regimental surgeon 1 sed to ente st 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message; which next d ay the so - r ret mmo, on i apes the e| res Hone of hina f ; 
: e his ¢ nm that his ou e date t ‘ en ) i 
was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered | yas onic. the certificate for discharge was D it, and pursuant thereto 


to be printed: 
I 





To the House of Represe lives | re 
; ; . ’ ‘ 7 

I herewith return without approval House b No ) é l An act | ier 
; } 

granting a pension to William S. Latham ; His 








The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted in August, 1862 rhe rMarch | SUI 
and April, 1863, report him a deserter, but it having be« rtained that sick- | |} 
ness was the cause of his failure to return to his regimer tt fat 





lough granted to him, upon which failure tl irce of desert was based, he 
was restored to his company and the charge « 
All this is stated in the report of the committee to which this bill v 
But it is not mentioned in said ort that he w Lin ¢ i 
day of August, 1863, and failing to return at the end of his fu one month 
thereafter, again became a deserter, but was not so reported nt October \ 
1863. +o } 
He was arrested January 1, 1864, but there appears to I rd of hi 
or his restoration. Tot 
He filed a claim for pension in the Pension Bureau in ary, 1870, and 1 
was informed twice during the year 1888 that no favora 4 could betaken | , 
until the charge of desertion had been removed : 
On application to the Adjutant-General, that officer, on the 2 : : 
ary, 1888, declined to remove said charge of desertion. eee 
Che claim is still pending before the Pension Bureau. 
I do not suppose that the Congress is prepared to go so far in s| ! i 





f desertion removed 

















7 


legislation as to grant pensions to those against whom charges of tion . 
pear of record. i 
In the belief that the fact of the second desertion above mentioned was over- | 
looked by the Congress, and because the application for pension 1is case is 
still pending in the Pension Bureau, where complete justice can still be | 
am constrained to withhold my approval of this bill. 
| 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, October 16, 1888 


MARY WOODWORTH. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following m e; which 
was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen 1s 
to be printed: re 


To the House of Represent alives t 
I return without approval House bill No. 7657, 
pension to Mary Woodworth, widow of Ebenezer F. Wox : 
The husband of this beneficiary enlisted October 1, 1861. On the rolls of his 









company for May and June, 1862, he is reported as a deserter, and the report is !} _ 
the same on the muster-out roll of his regiment, dated Octol 24, 1864. '< 


An effort was made on the application by the beneficiary for pension to the | 
Pension Bureau to attribute the charge of desertion to the unfriend 
injustice of the soldier’s captain, and an unsuccessful effort was made to have | 
the charge removed from the record by the Adjutant-General. 

The soldier, therefore, is still recorded as a deserter from cam 
ton, Miss., since March 12, 1862, 

The application of the widow to the Pension Bureau in 1867 states that her | ‘¥ 
husband was missing at Hamburgh, Tenn., May 7, 1862, and 
been heard from, is supposed to be dead. 

The captain of the company testifies that the soldier was employed with the 
ambulance corps,and that for misconduct he, the captain, ordered him to his 
company and censured him; that very soon after that the soldier was absent at 
roll-call and was marked as absent without leave; thatin a day two after 
that a member of a detail returned to camp from Hamburgh Landing and re- 


iness and | 


p near Farming- | wa 





not having sip T. 











ported that he had seen the soldier there and had been told by him that ‘‘he .f 
was off and never would go back.’”” Thereupon he was dropped from the roll hy 


as a deserter. 





Various theories are presented to account for the soldier's absence in other a 
ways than by desertion, some of his comrades going so far as to express the | ‘?" 
opinion that he was murdered at the instigation of his captain. None of these | “ 
theories, however, seem to be more than conjectures with various degrees of | , 
plausibility. S 7 


If the question of desertion could be solved favorably to the beneficiary, an- 
other difficulty immediately arises from the fact that there is absolutely no proof 
of death except the soldier's long absence without knowledge of his where- 
abouts; and if his death could be presumed,the cause of it,and whether con- 
nected at all with military service, are matters regarding which we have no in- 
formation whatever. 
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The husband of this beneficiary serv 
June 15, 1885. 
by be 
a pensi 








f the opinion that considering the caus ith and all the facts and 
imstances surrounding this case, t cert ate « d harge which the = 
red to be made out should stand as stating the true origin of 





ty And if tl certificate was set aside and all the facts tending to 
t were disregarded, the cause of death would still, in my opinion, ap- 
lisconnected with military serv 
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ng thrown from a horse while i er i some afte ‘ 
1 was allowed upon his cla tt $4 per ‘ 
date of his discharge and end at iis d 
l on the 16th day of March f i . 
nsion on her own behalf i ae , the a 
injury for which her hus! ] Ss pe s the ca 5 
: this case at . —T 
ere it was determined at t the = 
< by t ) 
( ‘ CLES 
Maxsion. O - 199 
TA ATO 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following n hich 
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was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be print 
‘i H f Re ent 

I without appr Hous No. 2472, « l A ct granting a 
j ito Ly s A. hat 

I h mud of this beneficiary was pensioned for chronic rheumatism at the 
rate of $4 a m« h up to the date of his death, August 4, 1884. 

rhe beneliciary filed a claim for pension on the 2d day of September, 1884 

rhe cause of her h ind’s death was cystitis, which being interpreted is in- 
1 at ‘ ider 

J el of t bene iry was re ted on the ground that the fatal dis e 
‘ » army service, and 1 fail to discover how any other conc s10n 
< t ‘ I 

GROVER CLEVELAND 
I M t 7 
JOHN DAUPER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message; 


which was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed: 


Tot H of Representatives: 
I return without approval House bill No. 10342, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to John Dauper 


his beneficiary enlisted April 24, 1561, and was discharged August 28, 1361, 


f rmonths after enlistment, 


i la claim for pension in S iber, 1879, alleging as cause of disability 
ea and disease of the stomach, liver, kidneys, and bladder. 
ne of these ailments were established satisfactorily as originating in the 
er's brief service, and as constituting disabilities after discharge. 
I 1im was therefore rejected by the Pension Bureau, and thisaction appears 
to ntirely justified upon the facts presented. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
I CUTIVE MANSION, Oclober 17, 1888, 

f ESTER GAVEN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message; 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives 


I return without approval House bill No. 11005, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Ester Gaven.”’ 
I ict provides that the beneficiary shall be placed upon the pension-roll as 








the widow of Bernard Gaven, and the report of the committee to whom this 
I referred throughout speaks of her as bearing that relation to the sol- 
d 
f a claim in the Pension Bureau for a pension on the 31st day of Jan- 
LSS s the mother of Bernard Gaven. 

rhis claim is still pending, and, though evidence that the death of the soldier 
ha y relation to his military service is entirely lacking and some other diffi- 
culties are apparent, the case may still be made out in the Pension Bureau, If 

e beneficiary can be put upon the pension-roll in her true character as 
} er of the soldier, instead of widow, as erroneously stated in the bill here- 
W { i 

Upon the merits as the case now stands and because of the mistake in describ- 
i relationship of the beneficiary this bill, l think, should not become a 
la\ 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

] rive MANSION, October 17, 1888. 

MARY HOOPER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message; 
which was read, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed 
To the House of Representati 


I return without approval House bill No. 10504, entitled an ‘‘An act granting 
al sion to Mary Hooper.” 
I husband of this beneficiary was first lieutenant in the volunteer service 

f Der ber 7, 1861, to February 28, 1862, a little over two months,when he 
ré ‘ His resignation was based upon a medical certificate in which it js 
i that this officer is unfit for duty on account of chronic pleuritis and pul- 






monary consumptién, from which he has suffered for the past four months. 
s certificate is dated February 14, 1362. 
soldier filed a claim in 1871, alleging typhoid fever resulting in paralys 


that the fever was contracted in the latter part of February, 1862. 
e soldier died January 17, 1884, of paralysis. 
beneficiary filed a claim for pension November 17, 


1887, claiming that her 








hus 1 died of disease contracted in the service. 
i ms have been specially and thoroughly examined. The testimony 
1t establish any disease or disability in the service other than those stated 
it certificate procured by him when he resigned, but it does tend to estab- 
a t April 17, 1862, after his resignation, the soldier was sick with ty- 
I ‘ und that afterwards he suffered from partial paralysis, which in- 
cre i and finally caused his death. 

I ke no reference to the fact stated in the committee’s report, suggesting 
th that t courage of the deceased soldier had been questioned, further 
t? t tl legation of the report that either his or his widow’s claim 

n has been rejected for cowardice. It appears from the record fur- 
I to me that they were rejected on the ground that the evidence is insuf- 
ticie to nect the death cause or disability with the soldier’s military service. 

i nable to see what other conclusion could be reached in the face of the 
soldier's own statements, as contained in the medical certificate furnished him 


and elsewhere made, and upon consideration of the other facts in the case. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Ey rIvE MANSION, October 17, 1538. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absénce was granted as follows: 
lo Mr. ABBOTT, indefinitely, on account of business. 
‘To Mr. SAYERS, indefinitely. 
To Mr. Butss, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Rocrrs, tndefinitely. 
To Mr. JACKSON, for five days, on account of business. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the House and Senate of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River, at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

A bill (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Irvine and 
Beattyville Railroad Company; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing 
protect the Washington Aqueduct tunnel; an 

A bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah 


‘retary of War to 





CORRECTION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kan 
sas [Mr. RYAN], as he desires to correct the RECORD. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire unanimous consent to call attention to what I 
believe to be an error reflecting upon the methods of a very prominent 
business man, contained in a speech recently delivered by Mr. HATCH, 
of Missouri. It appears in a report which he quotes in his speech from 
a commercial agent named Washington, dated September 15, and ad- 
dressed to the Assistant Secretary of State. The specific matter I re- 
fer to is as follows: 

Iam credibly advised—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What isthe matter which the 
gentleman desires to present? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. RyAn] desired to make a correction of the Recorp. 

Mr. RYAN. I think the Chair misapprehended me. I desire to call 
attention to an erroneous statement which was made in a speech re- 
cently delivered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] upon 
the floor of the House—a statement which does injustice to a business 
man. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is not a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. RYAN. It is not, and I have not risen to a question of privi- 
lege. I ask unanimous consent to call attention to this statement and 
have read a letter from the business man referred to. That isall I wish 
to say upon the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the absence of the gentle- 
nan from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] it does not seem prover that any- 
thing intended as a reply to his statement should go into the Recorp 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RYAN. I donot propose to make any comment whatever ou 
the matter myself, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I object. 

Mr. RYAN. I make this request simply for the purpose of allow- 
ing a gentleman who can not be heard upon this floor to correct an 
error which does him injustice, and his letter is very brief. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. RYAN] that under an order of the House heretofore made 
every member has a right to print in the REcorD remarks on the sub- 
ject of the tariff, and that is a subject to which this statement relates. 

Mr. RYAN. ThenI will avail myself of that order to make this cor- 
rection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to that. 
All that I objected tp was that unanimous consent should be given for 
a statement made by a gentleman not a member of the House to be 
printed in the RECORD asa correction of another statement said to be 
erroneous made heretofore by a gentleman who is a member of the 
House and who is now absent. 

Mr. RYAN. Do I understand that the gentleman objects to having 
the letter read ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As a matter of unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has leave to print. 

Mr. RYAN. I shall then avail myself of this leave, and shall make 
such comments of my own as may seem appropriate. 

On the 8th of the present month the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] made a speech in this House. The object was apparently to 
demonstrate to the farmers of our country that the tariff enabled our 
manufacturers to rob them by exacting extortionate prices. To this 
end he reiterated what he has elsewhere stated— 

That farm implements and farm machinery manufactured in this country 
were exported and sold to foreign buyers both in Canada and in Mexico, as 
well asin Europe, at prices lower than they were sold to the American farm- 
ers. 

He said he made this statement upon the authority of a report made 
by acommercial agent named Washington, dated London, Ontario, Sep- 
tember 15, 1888, and addressed to the Assistant Secretary of State. 

To support his statement he incorporated into his remarks the full 
text of Mr. Washington’s report. 

I find in that report the following: 


I am credibly advised by a very prominent Canadian farmer that he has just 
bought an‘ American self-binding reaper (Walter A. Wood's) for $110. Laid 
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8. Fight copies of *‘ The Louisville Courier-Journal.” 

9. Fourteen copies of Mr. Frircn’s speech, ten of Mr. Sprincer’s speech, and 
nine of Mr. Scovt’s speech, these being the only public documents in the entire 
bundle. 

Asa member of Congress Mr. Cox hasa great advantage in committing frauds 
on the postal service over the ordinary Government employé. Hada clerk in 
one of the Departments abused the penalty stamp as Mr. Cox has abused his 
franking privilege he could have been indicted and sent to jail. Mr. Cox will 





not fail are sure, tosee the impropriety of a law which permits him tocheat 
the revenues with impunity. 

Will Mr. Don M. Dickinson kindly return to his duty and puta stop to these 
scandalous abuses? 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, Iam not very anxious to vindicate what 
little character I may have as a member of this House, nor any repu- 
tation which I may have with members on both sides for the just per- 
formance of my duties here. This editorial in the New York Tribune 
was as much of a surprise to me as I presume it was to any gentleman 
of either party. It came out while I was at home on my brief vaca- 
tion, and I at once went to the office of the Tribune and saw the editor 
and saw the package. The package was very unlike anything ever 
sent out from this House or from this Congress, or from any Congress. 
It was not gotten up in the ordinary form; it was not in the ordinary 
envelope in which we send out public documents that are frankable. 
It was a melange of everything piled in together. It had what pur- 
ported to be my frank upon it, and in large letters, ‘‘ Pub. Doc.’’— 
“*M. C.”’? The signature was a tolerably good imitation, though very 
much larger than mine, and the ‘‘Pub. Doc.’’ and the ‘‘ M. C.’’ were 
so unlike my writing that they might well have suggested the idea of 
aforgery; but it seems they did not to those engaged in this conspiracy. 

I looked at it and told the editor on the instant that it was a for- 
gery. Thereupon he asked me to write a statement which I dictated 
in his office. I ask the Clerk to read that statement, which was pub- 
lished in the Tribune of the 30th of September last. 

Mr. ROGERS. Give us the name of the editor. 

Mr. COX, I will give it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Editor of the Tribune: 


Sir: The editorial in your journal to-day, headed ‘‘ Mr. S.S. Cox’s Postal 
Frauds,”’ must be founded @n atotal misconception of facts. I have not directly 
or indirectly sent out under my frank any documents not frankable under the 
statute, and no one has been authorized by metouse my name forthat purpose. 
I have no knowledge of any such business, and would not permit it for a mo- 
ment. I shall write to the Post-Office Department promptly to investigate and 
punish any one guilty of this infraction of the law. 

Since writing the foregoing, I have called upon you in person. You have 
shown me the package in question, and although it bears the stamp of the Post- 
Office authorities, showing that the signature has been accepted as mine and 
the package has gone through the mails, I unhesitatingly pronounce the signa- 
ture a forgery, and will unite with you in any efforts to bring the perpetrator of 
such a fraud to justice, 

S. S. COX. 

New York, Seplember 29, 1888. 

Mr. COX. On looking at the signature purporting to be my frank, 
it occurred to me to make astatement, which I did, to the Postmaster- 
General, calling his attention to the matter. I stated to him that 
while I was at home in New York, at the time when this franked 
package was mailed, as alleged, at Station E, near the Democratic 
headquarters, I had not franked any documents whatever in New 
York except half a dozen speeches on the Life-Saving Service and per- 
haps one or two on the census—speeches which I sent to friends and 
which I got out of my trunk. I did no other franking in New York 
City. Apart from that, the only franking I have done during this ses- 
sion has been in this city by a stamp which exhausted itself some 
weeks ago, when I put it under lock and key and thought no more 
about it. Ihave never used it since. The franking done in New York 
City under my name was the franking of my own speeches, which the 
national committee ordered. In that case the frank was limited by 
my own written order to my own speeches, and that order is on file 
with the committee. So that I could not have been more strict than 
I was in regard to this business, and I was strict, sir, because I never fa- 
vored the resuscitation of the franking privilege, as my votes years ago 
will show. 

I ask the Clerk to read also the answer of the Postmaster-General 
to my request for an investigation. This will give the animus of this 
business as nearly as I can find it ont. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

Post-OFfrrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., October 3, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor toacknowledge receipt of your letter of the 30th ultimo, 
inclosing two articles extracted from recent issues of the New York Tribune 
with regard to the use by some unknown person of a forged imitation of your 
frank in the transmission through the mails of certain unfrankable matter. 

Several cases involving the misuse of franks of members of Congress have 
been recently brought to the attention of the Department and are now under- 
going investigation. 

_In two of these cases the genuine frank of Hon. A. P. Hovey was used some 
time during the past month to send through the mails certain German Repub- 
lican newspapers, one of them being the Cincinnati Volksblatt, which are not 
in any sense frankable matter; though Mr. Hovey, who was notified of the 
facts on the 19th ultimo, has declared that the use of his frank for such a pur- 
pose was never authorized by him. 

In two other cases what appears to be the genuine frank of Hon. M. S. Quay 
was used to transmit free through the mails a pamphtet entitled ‘‘A Short Re- 
view of the Public and Private Lite of General Benjamin Harrison ;’’ another 
entitled the “State Prison South ;” several tariff tracts isued by the Industrial 
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League, and a card entitled “ Cleveland’s Record.” which are not and do not 


| purport to be public documents. 


' 


In still another case an apparently genuine frank of Hon. Jno. KEAN, ir.. has 
been used to cover a pamphlet entitled ‘‘ The Liquor Traffic,” and another en- 
titled ‘‘ Protection and Prices,” neither of which is frankable under the law. 

Information was communicated on _ 19th ultimo to both Mr. Quay and Mr. 
KEAN of this misuse of their franks, bit the Department has, up to this time, 
not received from either of them any explanation whatever in regard thereto. 

These cases all differ from yours in this respect: that they involve the misuse 


| of genuine franks, while in your case the frank is an unmistakable forgery. 


‘ SY Seen _ 


They are cited to show that the Department is giving prompt attention to mat- 
ters of this character, 

The chief post-office inspector will be directed to give this affair a prompt and 
thorough investigation, in the course of which an endeavor will be made to ob- 
tain from the publishers of the Tribunw the wrapper bearing the forged frank, 
and also to ascertain how the franked package came into their possession. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon. 8. S. Cox, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. COX. After I had written to the Postmaster-General asking 
his attention to the matter and his scrutiny into it he sent to the reg- 
ular authorities at New York, who sent out an inspector. The in- 
spector first called at the New York Tribune office and afterward on me. 
What he did, the result of his investigation and examination, appears 
in the report which has been made to the Postmaster-General, and 
which I procured this morning. I ask the Clerk to read the report to 
the Postmaster-General and the paper which is an exhibit attached to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF Post-OFrFiIce INSPECTOR, 
New York, N. Y., October 9, 1888. 

Dear Sir: Above case, No. 105072c, subject “Alleged illegal use of the frank 
of Hon. 8. 8. Cox, M. C.,’”’ has been investigated, and I have the honor to sub- 
mit the following report: The complaint of the Hon. 8. 8S. Cox is that his frank 
has been used upon a package of mixed matter, some of it frankable and some 
not. Said package was addressed to ‘‘Susan B. Beebe, P. M., South Apalachin, 
Tioga County, New York,” and indorsed ** Pub. doc., free; S.S. Cox, M.C.,” all 
in writing, and postmarked “‘ New York, E.”” The papersin the above case were 
handed to me on the morning of the 5th day of October, 1888, and I at once 
—— to an investigation by calling at the editorial rooms of the New York 

Daily Tribune, in New York City, N.Y. Saw Mr. Reid, the editor-in-chief, and 
informed him that the Post-Office Department had undertaken an investigation 
of the complaint of the Hon.8.8.Cox, M.C., as to the illegal use of his frank, 
and for the pee of making a proper and thorough investigation, I re- 
quested that I be allowed to take the package in question. This request was 
refused, saying that he had no authority to allow the package to go out of his 
possession. He was asked if he would allow me to take the package with the 
assurance that the same would be safely kept and returned to him in good 
order. He still refused, saying that he would not allow the package to go out 
of his possession except upon an order from the addressee of the package. He 
suggested that as successful investigation of the case could be made with a fac- 
simile of the package bearing the frank of S.S. Cox, M.C., and published in the 
Daily Tribune of October 3, 1888, as could be made with the original package. 
He was also requested to give the name of the person from whom he received 
the package. He refused to give the name, saying that he received it from a 
responsible party. Believing that the possession of this package was abso- 
lutely necessary in order to make a successful investigation of this case, I 
started for South Apalachin, N. Y., on the night of October 5, 1888, to procure, 
if possible, an order from Susan B. Beebe on Mr. Reid for the delivery of the 
pashan. Ialsodesired to make an investigation of the case at South Apalachin, 

. Y., post-office. On arriving at the post-office at South Apalachin, N. Y., on 
the 6th October, 1888, I ascertained that Susan B. Beebe was not the postmaster 
at that place, and had not been since September 30, 1887. 

Elvira E. Bills is the postmaster at South Apalachin, N. Y., and has been since 
the 30th September, 1887, She is now an invalid, and her husband attends to 
the duties of the office. 

Alonzo Bills, assistant postmaster, says that he was in charge of the post-office 
at South Apalachin, N. Y., when a package addressed to Susan B. Beebe arrived 
in the mail from Apalachin, N. Y., about two weeks ago, and he delivered it to 
either Reuben or Orrin Beebe; does not know which; can not say whether the 
package was similar to the one described in the Tribune of October 3, 1888, or 
whether the package was addressed to Susan B. Beebe, postmaster; can not say 
that the package described in the Tribune of October 3, 1888, ever came through 
the mail and was delivered to Susan B. Beebe or any member of her family; 
would not swear that the package did or did not come through the mail; his 
opinion was that the package came through this office. 

Susan H. Beebe says that she was postmaster at South Apalachin, N. Y., upto 
about the Ist of October, 1887; received a package same as the fac-simile pub- 
lished in the Tribune of October 3, 1888; received the package from her grand- 
son, aged about seven years, who brought the same from the post-office ; noticed 
the address on the package, and my husband and stepson examined the con- 
tents, laid it away, and my stepson, Orrin Beebe, took charge of it; never be- 
fore received a package addressed as the one in question; the package con- 
tained books and papers; have not seen the package since my stepson took 
charge of it; had no knowledge of the package before it was received, nor did 
not know what disposition would be made of the same after it was received. 
After explaining the object of this investigation, Mrs. Beebe was requested to 
give us an order on the editor of the Tribune for the package in his possession 
addressed to her, which she did. : 

Reuben Beebe, husband of Susan B. Beebe, says the package was received, as 
stated by Mrs. Beebe, some time from the 16th to 20th September, 1888; it was 
handed to me, and I opened the same, took out one paper and read it. The 
package was in the house two or three days. Myson, Orrin Beebe, was a dele- 
gate to the Republican Congressional convention held at Owego, N. Y., about 
the 22d September, !888, and when there he met Mr. Dr Lano, Republican candi- 
date for member of Congress, to whom he stated the circumstance of my wife re- 
ceiving the package. Mr.Dr LANo requested my son tosend the package to him, 
and it was forwarded to him by express from Apalachin. The next we heard 
of the package was what we read about it in the Tribune. . 

On the afternoon of October 8, 1888, I presented the order received from Mrs. 
Beebe for the delivery of the packages at the editorial rooms of the New York 
Daily Tribune, and the gentleman to whom it was presented questioned the gen- 
uineness of the order, remarking that the body of the order was not in the same 
handwriting as the signature. informed him that the order was written by 
myself at Mrs. Beebe’s request, and that she signed the same. He refused to 
deliver the package, at the same time exhibiting a telegram dated at Owego, 
October 6, 1888, purporting to be from Mrs. Beebe, countermanding the order 

iven me on the same date, remarking at the same time that if he considered 
the package necessary in the prosecution of this investigation he would deliver 
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it to me notwithstanding the telezgram countermanding the order f 
ery of the same He further remarked that he did not believe t I 
was sincere in its efforts to investigate this matter 

Investigation of this case at headq ters of the Democrat tional comm 
tee at No. 10 East Twenty-ninth street, New York ¢ ty. N. ¥ shows that d 
uments sent out from this place are usually sent out in large quantities toState 
or count iltees and on y by request from an indiv a 1 some 
person for them are small packages sent out; that no request to s 
Beebe, P. M., a package of documents has been rece dat said hea 
that the name of Susan B. Beebe, P. M., does not appearo ie list 


s are to be sent, and that documents are not i 
Cox, M.C. J.B. Treanor, the gentleman who has charge of for- 
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whom packag 


irank of S.5S 











warding documents, says that he will make affidavit tha e package in ques 
tion was not sent from the national Democratic headquarters in New York City 
by authority of any one in charge of the mai department at said headquar 

ters; that he is thoroughly acquainted with the postal laws,and ne 3 
matter under frank of ** M. C.”’ unless the same is frankable 

Investigation at the New York State Democratic headquarters at the Hoff 

man House in New York City shows by the statements of C. R. De Freest, clerk 
of the executive committee, that no packages similar to the one described in 
the Daily Tribune of October 3, 1888, have been sent out from the said head 

quarters; that explicit orders have been given by him not to mail documents 
addressed to females, whether they were postmasters or not, and that such or 

ders have been strictly observed; that the frank of S.S.Cox, M.C.,is only used 
on envelopes covering the speeches of said S.S.Cox, M. ¢ mailed from the 


said New York State Democratic headquarters 

Investigation at Branch E of the New York, N. Y., post-office, shows that 
large quantities of documents have been received at said Branch E for mailing 
from the headquarters of the national and State Democratic committees in New 
York city, and it is impossible to ascertain at what time or by whom the pack- 
age in question was mailed. 








Hon. 8. S. Cox, M. C., states that the alleged package franked by him is an 
unmistakable forgery; and that he will testify on oath that the signature is 
not his and he did not authorize it. 

As@ result of this investigation I conclude as follows 

First. That the indorsement of the name of 8. S. Cox, M. C., on the package 


addressed to Susan B. Beebe, P. M., South Apalachin, Tioga County, New 
York, and mailed at Branch E, New York, N. Y., post-office, is a forgery 
Second, That the Hon. 8. 8. Cox did not authorize the use of his name on 


said package. 

Third. That it does not appear that said package was author 
by any one at either the national or State Democratic headquarters in the « 
of New York. 

Fourth, That theinvestigation as to who forged the signature of Hon. S.S. Cox 


sd to be made 


ty 


as it appears on said’package is practically defeated by the attitude of the Tribune | 


in refusing to deliver up the package upon which the forgery appears. The 
action of the Tribune seems to have been directed so as to obstruct and defeat 
investigation rather than promote it. 
block the way to the truth rather than assist in developing the facts 

Herewith inclosed please find order of Susan B, Beebe on the editor of the 
Tribune for the delivery of the package. 

Respectfully, yours, ete., 

L. 

Post- Off 


MORRIS 
I spe 


‘ 


C. E. Dosser, Esq., 


Inspector in charg 

Mr. COX. I have the original of that order from Mrs. Beebe. I 

have made a copy of it, as I must return the original to the files of the 

Post-Office Department. Iwill ask the Clerk to read the order of this 
lady. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Neon 
ve 


y 


rk Division. 


[Copy.] 
SovuTH APALACHIN, N.Y., 


DEAR Stir: I am informed through the columns of the New York Daily Trib- 
une that you have in your possession a package of documents and papers ad- 
dressed to ‘‘ Susan B. Beebe, P. M., South Apalachin, Tioga County, New York 
Pub. Doc., free; 8.8.Cox,M.C."’ For the purpose of an investigation by tie 
Post-Office Department as to whether the indorsement upon said package of 
the signature of S.S. Cox, M.C., is a forgery or not, will you have the kindness 
to deliver the said package addressed as above to C. L. Morris, post-office in- 
spector, and oblige, 

Yours, respectfully, 


October 6, 1883 
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SUSAN B. BEEB 


Mr. WHITELAW ReID, 

Editor New York Daily Tribune, New York City, N. Y. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I think the only package of this kind sent 
out under what purported to be my frank—ai least so far as I could 
ascertain—was the package which has been traced from Station E, New 
York City, to this place in Tioga County; so that it not a fact, as 
stated in the Tribune article, that the country has been flooded with 
matter of this kind. 

Shortly after my statement to the editor of the Tribune and after 
the publication of my letter to the Postmaster-General, which has 
been read, the editor very graciously withdrew his charge against me; 
and in an editorial published on the 30th of September, which hap- 
pened to be my birthday, he gave me very kindly congratulations, 
stating that he was very glad to know I was not such a person as I 
had been represented. 

Now, the animus of all this business I will not to-day inquire into. 
It is not a matter for rhetoric; it is not a matter for objurgation; it is 
not a matter for retaliation on either side of this House. I bring the 
subject to the attention of the House now when there is leisure, with 
the view to the adoption of some remedy for this business in the { 
These very franks or stamps which have been used are still being 
by Senator QUAY and others, notwithstanding the Postmaster- 
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General 
has called attention to the matter and written letters to th« 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman will allow me a mo- 
ment. He states that the franks referred toare still being used by Sen- 
ator QuAy. ‘There is no evidence of that fact 

Mr. COX. I get it from the Postmaster-General; but I withdraw 


that statement. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
that that is so. 


There is no evidence before the House 
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Mr. COX Yes, sir; there is sor 
Mr. HENDERSON, : It . 
Mr. COX I as byt \ ifM 
MANS that recent! : va { : ’ has 
been led with th l I d ‘ 0 
QUAY nd I hay ne he ‘ 
h comes from a gentlema 1 Ne ( 
by the fran n tb case ¢ DI 

various London and other paj 

matter—matter not ken from the | 

going on. 

Mr. FARQUHAR rhe gentlema ys t ‘ 
T Ri tp I believe all those 1 ext 
in the RECORD as a part of Congressional sp : 

Mr. COX If the ntleman w w t I et ft 
ind out something more In this k ym New B N, | 
writer says 

= nr ; 
: Str: I losed please find Mr.QvuAy's sas 1 
all over North Carolina lad not n have t read 
be of service to y« 
Very truly 
‘ 

Mr. Sunset Cox, W D. ¢ ’ 

I do not know anything about this, exce that it comes to 1 from 
an authentic source. 

In regard to the retraction of this publication, so far as it 1 
my character and reputation, the Tribune did very well on my birthda 
and I supposed it was all ended. 

I did not propose any remedy for myself personally. I knew t 
article which was read here was libelous both in law and in fa J 

| knew it was libelous on Congress—not a legal but a moral libel on Cor 
| gress. I knew the whole thing would be developed in time; that is 
after the election, perhaps; and therefore I rested there about it—did 


They have done everything possible to | 


not make it a question to be presented here, did not come here for that 
purpose. I rested on the statement made by Mr. Reid, editor of tl 
Tribune, after he gave publicity as he did to that cruel and outrageous 
charge on me of being a cheat and a fraud and using these frauds for 
some personal or party purpose. 

Now, what is the object of fixing a forged frank on me? I 
knowledge, until the inspector revealed it, Mr. DE LANO, my colleag 
in New York, was engaged in this business. I hope he is not, but 
seems a delegate in his Congressional convention was a nephew of t! 
woman who received this anomalous and cur spackage. He giv 
to Mr. DE LANO. Linvited him to be here this week, for I did not kno 
| how long Congress would last. He 1s not he I wish he were, so 

might understand why it was that when this forged package—this un- 
| frankable matter came into his possession—why it 
send it to the Postmaster-General. Why did he not at least call atten 
tion that such postal matter was going out? Why did he le 
| inform me of the transaction and inquire into the a f 


1Or 
relations with this gentleman were friendly enough to warrant hisdoing 
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thismuch. It certainly demands explanatic 
| Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. DE LANoO, the gentleman from New York 
isa friend of mine. Does the gentleman mean to make any charge 


against him? 
Mr. COX. You got up once before when I was talking 
you were getting tired of getting up. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I will get up and sit down whenever I choo 
Mr. COX. Whenever you want anything from me you can get 
{Laughter.] Iwill take a drink with the gentleman after the election. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. You ought not to say 
| behind his back. 


[ thoug! 


t 


i 


anything about a man 


| Mr. COX. It is not my fault he is not here 
Mr. McCULLOGH. But he is not here 
Mr. COX. I gave him notice to be here. Iam not responsible { 


2 


this matter at all, or his absence. 

Now, any one will see when he examines this signature that it lo 
like mine. Anybody can make my nar t a few circul 
marks and itisdone. [Laughter.] I know hat if you examine 
the ‘* Pub. Doc., M.C.,”’ 
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any one can see it is ashabby awkard forgery. 

| Istate now that { sent no matter in New York or elsewhere not frank- 

able. I never have done it. Whoever did do it did it fer some pur- 

pose. It was to fix reproach on our party or in order to avoid the re- 

proach which may fall upon gentlemen on the other side. Not gentle- 
I 


1en who sit here on the other side, but gentlemen of the party. 
These documents have gone alloverthe country. Why did not these 


; 





Senators and others call attention of the Post-Office Department to them 
as I have done? I have done my d ity Why do they not do it? it 
isallI cando. lIcan not go elsewhere You authorized this pes 
tion service. I can not go elsewhere. I am too old a politician to 
meddle much in newspaper busines It does not pay in the long run 
to have a contest with one of these grand newspapers, therefore |] 
avoided it now as I have always done. I felt it to be my duty y 
constituents to make this statement to the House 

| Whydolsaythat? Because after th tement of Mr. Reid, so hand- 

} somely made, of having thoroughly exculpated myself from the 2 
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alleged in the editorial to which I have called attention here, he comes 
outon the following Sunday in an editorial and reiterates substantially | 
the same statements, and publishes a fac-simile of the forged signature 
and indorsements on the package, with the name reduced so as to make 
it more similar to the manner in which I ordinarily write my own 
name. It was written originally fully three timesas large asl ordina 
rily write. In the fac-simile as published inthe Tribune it is reduced 
to about the size of my signature. Why is this thing being promul 


gated? What is the animus of it? Is it fora good purpose? The 
forged package is now, as a matter of fact, posted up in the Tribune 
window in Park Row—in their show-window in Printing House 
Square—for the people to look at and fix a stigma upon me as a man 
and as a candidate for Congress. 

It will not have the effect hoped any more than if it was written in 
water. But the reproach is there, and every gentleman in Congress 
shares in it with me if this thing should be allowed to go on with such 
scandalous effrontery. 


These, Mr. Speaker, all are facts. Every gentleman must see that | 


there is alittle, sneaking, unkind, unfair, microscopic meanness about 
it for which language has no term of reproach and human ingenuity 
no fit mode of expression. 

Without reflecting upon anybody, unless to vindicate myself and the 
American Congress, I leave the matter where it is, to the good sense o 
the American peopleeverywhere. [Applause onthe Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). For what purpose 
does the gentleman from Pennsylvania rise ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to be heard upon this question for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. The gentleman 
from New York rose to a question of privilege. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to be heard 

Mr. COX. Permit me one moment further. I have a letter here 
sent from a gentleman in Iowa, which contains certain matter which is 
unfrankable, extracts from English newspapers. ‘* England seeks to 
make the United States a dependency of her own’’ and other matter 
of that kind, which has been sent out in that part of the country under 
the frank of Mr. Quay to a gentleman in Iowa, whose name I will 
not give unless it shall be necessary, and which matter has been sent 
to the Speaker of this House for the purpose of showing that Iowa is 
also being flooded with just such matter as I have called attention to. 
If the assault upon me has not been made to cover up this sort of ac- 
tion on the part of somebody else I am unable to perceive what can be 
the motive. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow a word? 

Mr. CUX. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know what frank, if any, 
these documents are being sent out under; but I do know that the State 
of Iowa is being flooded with Puck, and the oleomargarine document to 
which reference is made in that package, from New York, and which 
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Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Believing most sincerely in the statement 
that the gentleman from New York has made with reference to his con- 
nection with the matter under discussion, I hope for the sake of the 


dignity of the oceasion that he will withdraw all allusions to the pos- 


sibility of this action having heen inaugurated for the purpose of cov- 


ering up any infracticns of Jaw which may be alleged against the other 
de. 
Mr. COX. I will withdraw that with a great deal of pleasure, pro 


| forma, if you will have the manliness to say that I have made a perfect 





is in the Tribune office. The very same documents are being sent out | 


there and scattered throughout that State; but whether franked or not 
I do not know. 

Mr. COX. Well, will the gentleman from Iowa, if there be a wrong 
in this thing, aid me in finding out the wrong-doer? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know who does this. 

Mr. COX. Well, will you join me in endeavoring to hunt the mat- 


terdown? The Postmaster-General says that he will probe the matter | 


to the bottom, and he will bring it before the grand jury. He will do 
this in the forgery in my case to obtain a conviction of theforger. ‘To 
this end, to prove the body of the crime, the original document will 
be had. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will join with you in an endeavor 
to investigate the matter. 

Mr. COX. Iknew you would. You are an honorable man anda 
soldier, and | am satisfied to stand by you. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But I call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that the Postmaster-General is swift to give the names 
of men on one side whose franks are alleged to be used in this manner, 
but he does not call attention to any on the other, even to the name of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] whose name was used in 
that same connection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Because there are no Democrats engaged in that 
business. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I presume the gentleman from New 
York can attend to this matter. 

Mr. COX. I will take care of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And I trust that the gentleman from 


New York in the range he has taken will take a broad enough view of | 


this subject to concede the right on this side of the House to be heard 
briefly on this question, and not to shut off some remarks in answer to 
what he has said. 

Mr. COX. Ihave not tried to do so. I will be very glad to hear 
from the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and myself would like to be heard. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. 


| 





exculpation of myself from the charge of the New York Tribune. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I do say it. 


Mr. COX. ‘Then I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will } 
gin his remarks in the same kind tone 
Mr. BAYNE. I wish to make a few observations 


Mr. COX. I will yield to you, if you will begin in that way. 
[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman had permitted a suggestion I was 


| about to make to come without putting a condition upon it, it would 


have been more satisfactory to him and to myselfalso. I fully acquit 
the gentleman from New York of having committed anything wrong 
in this matter, and take his explanation to be candid and true. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. BAYNE. While, however, the gentleman has made an expla- 
nation which should be entirely satisfactory regarding himself, he has 
by ihe report of the Postmaster-General and by some observations he 
himself has made undertaken to involve Senator QUAY in the kénd of 
a difficulty from which he has extricated himself. I desire to say a 
word or two on this part of his speech. The gentleman stated, and he 
must have done so without sufficient cxamination, that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. MANsuR], I believe, handed him documents 

Mr. COX. I said he had gone for the documents, and that a great 
lot of them had gone to his State. Thisone came from North Carolina 

Mr. BAYNE. This is another one. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, the gentleman stated that some documents had 
gone into North Carolina under the frank of Hon. M. 8. Quay, United 
States Senator, and that they were not frankable matter. There are 
several documents contained in that envelope, and every one of them 
is a frankable document. The gentleman did not examine them. If 
he will do so, he will see that every one is a portion of a speech made 
by somebody in the House of Representatives or the Senate. The first 
I have in my hand quotes a number of sentences from a speech made 
by Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., of Maine, in the House of Representa- 





‘tives, May 4, 1888. This is followed by a quotation from a speech by 


Hon. SerH L. MILLIKEN, of Maine, in the House of Representatives, 
May 12, 1888; then comes an extract from a speech of Hon. §. R. 
PETERS, in the House of Representatives, May 17, 1888; then a quota- 
tion from a speech made by Hon. JAMES BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, 
April 26, 1884; then a quotation from a speech of the same gentleman; 
still another, and stillanother. Then there isa quotation from a speech 
made by Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Jr., of Ohio, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, May 18, 1888; then another quotation from Mr. McKIx- 
LEY, and one quotation after another from speeches made by members 
of the House of Representatives in the discussion on the tariff question 
during this year and in the year 1884, 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
allow me a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me get through with my statement. 

Mr. NELSON. I just want to ask one question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. NELSON. My question is this: Were these papers printed at 
the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know whether they were or not. 

Mr. NELSON. Now, is not that the dividing line ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no, sir. 

Several MEMBERS. No, it is not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave seen an immense edition of the speech deliv- 
ered by the able Speaker of the House of Representatives, which was 
not printed at the Government Printing Office, and which was distrib- 
uted under frank. 

Mr. NELSON. Suppose somebody collects speeches and makes a 
compendium and the printing is done at a private printing office. Is 
that frankable? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly it is. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is perfectly plain that it is; and it has been the 
practice all along. You can have them printed at any place you please 
and send them out under the franking privilege. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these documents, all of which seem to have been 
inclosed in one envelope and sent to Mr. J. K. Kearn, New EBerne, N. 
C., and under the frank of Senator QuAY, are frankable documents. 
There may be a disposition on the part of some one to take a technical 
exception, because, perhaps, captions are put on them. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman a question there. 

Mr. BAYNE. Whether these captions appearin the CONGRESSIONAL 
REcorD I do not know. 
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General, and he gave authority for the sending through the mails 
under frank of public documents translated into different languages. 

Mr. COX. And you think that right? 

Mr. BAYNE. The Postmaster-General has so decided. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to state that in the early part of this session 
Senator SAWYER made inquiry at the Post-Office Department whether 
translations into other languages of matter taken from the Recorp 
were frankable, and he was informed that they were. At the same 
time inquiry was made whether RECORD matter, if printed elsewhere 


than at the Government Printing Office, was frankable; and again the | 


answer was in the affirmative. 

Mr.COX. Who authorizes the translation and who translates in 
such cases? Howcan it be known that the translation is accurate? 

A MeMBerR. The Postmaster-General has given his opinion. 

Mr. COX. Ido not care who gives an opinion, if the law be not 
complied with. The Postmaster-General has been too liberal. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You have no right toimpeach your own witness. 

Mr. COX. Iam not doing so. 

I wish to reiterate, before my friend from Kentucky addresses the 
House, that the only object I had in calling attention to the statement 
of the Postmaster-General as to these other franks was to get at the in- 


tent of making this false charge against me. What could have been | 


the reason for it? Was it the cry of ‘‘ Stop thief? ”’ 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no, because the cases are not analogous. 

Mr. COX. Really! 

Mr. BAYNE. Although I acquit the gentleman from New York, 
and believe every word he has said about this matter, I insist there is 
no foundation whatever for any charge against Senator QUAY or Mr. 
KEAN—not a particle. 

Mr. COX. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania very cordially 
for his kind expressions in regard to myself. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me say one thing further to the gentleman from 
New York. Upon an investigation, it appears that every one of these 
subheads is taken from the speech as published in the Recorp. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Every one-of the subheads appearing | 
in the copy of the speech sent to Mr. CARLISLE will be found in the | 


RECORD. 

Mr. BAYNE. So that in fact no matter has been circulated by 
Senator QUAY in this way except that which was a part of the Rrc- 
ORD? 

Mr. COX, If the subheads are taken from the RECORD, it does 
not matter, of course, as to the typography. 

That is not the question I raise here against Senators and others, 
of complaints of subheads sent broadcast over the country and no re- 
sponse made to this statement of the Post-Office Department by the 
Republican party; but whether there was not a sort of mystery, a 
sort of diabolism in raising this charge against an innocent man like 
myself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman must remember so far 
as the charge is true these documents were sent out by somebody. You 
stand acquitted, but the Tribune has the right to publish that to show 
the Democratic party during that time, not through the gentleman from 
New York, has been distributing these documents to the editors of the 
country. 

Mr. COX. My inference is that there is some motive outside of mere 
politics. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The reports furnished by the gentle- 
man from New York show a greater desire to comment for political 
effect rather than to get at the real party. 

Mr. COX. It is true I might find asa motive for this transaction 
it was if intended to cloud this business by sending out garbled ex- 
tracts and subheads from Republican headquarters and from others to 
raise the charge on me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You have not proved they are gar- 
bled. That remains to be proved. And you must admit those docu- 
ments referred to in the Tribune were sent under your frank. Not- 
withstanding what the Postmaster-General says, it is evident they sub- 
mitted them to inspection and invited them to make exact copies, 
which would answer every purpose for the use of the inspector. They 
had the right, however, to hold the thing itself in the Tribune office, 
because everybody knows that would be legal evidence in court. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s hour expired some time ago. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask to be printed as part of my remarks this docu- 
ment, 


Mr. McMILLIN. I object, because I do not want it made frank- | 


able 
Mr. BAYNE. These documents—— 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, It is frankable now, and you can not | 


prevent it. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Give me a moment, only a | 


moment, as my name has been brought in. I do not make any com- 
ment upon what has been done by the Senator from Pennsylvania, for 
Ihave notexamined the documents, nor have I any information whether 
this is frankable, whether these compendiums can be made; but as to 
the gratuitous reference to myself by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
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the whole foundation for it is, and I have sent for one of my speeches, 
| at the top of page 3 are the words, ‘‘ On free raw hides and free wool.’’ 
|} Another one was ‘*‘ Tax on booksor information.’’ Ihave not that one 
| here. 
Mr. BAYNE. Another was on sugar. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. Another was on the 
sugar bounty. 

Mr. BAYNE. Another on free raw hides. 

Mr. BRECKIN!'IDGE, of Kentucky. Yes; another on free raw 
hides. Those are subheads. 

Mr. BAYNE. And do not appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I suppose do not appear 
in the REcorp. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. All right. Wedo not object, Itis 
done by both committees, and has been.since the flood. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What I wanted to do was to 
put on the record the exact fact so far as Iam concerned sothe RECORD 
may show the extent of my guilt, if I am guilty, and to thank my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] for acquitting his distin- 
guished Senator by saying he followed my example, even if it were a 
| bad example. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You were both innocent. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 1152) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. Ferris; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a privileged report from 
a committee of conference. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamies in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, having met, after,full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsdisagreementto the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
| On page 2 in line 29, of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
| ment, after the word “ building,” insert the words ‘together with the land.” 
On page5 of said amendment, in lines 9 and 10, strike out the words ‘‘in the In- 
terior Department.” 

On page 6 of said amendment in line 1 strike out the word “removed to the 
Indian Territory ;” and strike out all from lines 16 to 19, inclusive, on page 6 of 
said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

* And the court may ascertain the reasonable value of the services of counsel 
employed by said confederated tribes to represent the tribes on said examina- 
tion, not to exceed 10 per cent. of the aggregate sum actually in controversy; 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid to said counsel so much 
of the sum so ascertained as in equity and justice he may consider to be due for 
such service, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States now duc to 
said tribes arising from the sale of the lands of said tribes in Kansas.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





8. W. PEEL, 

J.M. ALLEN, 

B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 

O.1. PLATT, 

JOHN T. MORGAN, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 
ment: 

The managers upon the part of the House after a full and free conference 
with the conferees upon the part of the Senate upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon H. R. 8074, alloting lands between the Peoria and Miami 
Indians in Indian Territory, and for other purposes, beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing report: House bill provided that each person of the confederated tribes 
be allotted 220 acres with the privilege of selling all of his or her allotment ex- 
cept 160 acres. Senate amendment changed the amount to be allotted to each 
person from 220 to 200 acres without right to sell any part of it, and the remain- 
der of this reservation to be held in common and leased for the benefit of the 
tribes under direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to which your conferees 
agree, and ask that the House adopt, etc. i , 

Also Senate amendment allowing that portion of the Peorias known as the 
citizens members to bring suit in Court of Claims to settle their rights and in- 
terest to certain moneys held in trust by the United States, to which we also 
agree, and respectfully ask concurrence upon part of the House. 

Ss. W. PEEL 

J. M. ALLEN, 

B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatires. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask the adoption of the report. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, at the time this bill was under con- 
sideration in the House there were certain features of it which were 
| opposed by my colleague, Mr. LA FoLLetre, a member of the Commit- 
| tee on Indian Affairs. He is now, with so many other members of the 
House, necessarily absent, but informs me that after the passage of the 
| bill through the House he made an inquiry at the Indian Office and 
found that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs was opposed to the bill 
in its present form. ; at 

He desires to have this bill held for consideration until his return, 


as he wishes to make some observations or remarks in regard toit; and 
for that reason I shall have to oppose its consideration at this time. | 


shall do it on his account alone. 
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passed the House. 
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from the bill ? 
Mr. PEEL. The 
is all stricken out. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. PEEL. I should not object to that, but 
be absent. 


Mr. HAUGEN. 


Senate amendment is a substitute forthe bill. It 
Let the bill lie over until to-morrow 
I wi 


Then let it lie over for a few moments until I can 
examine it. Ido not object, of course, on my own account 

Mr. PEEL. Very well; I will withdraw the report for a few min- 
utes to give the gentleman an opportunity to examine the bill. 

LAND DISTRICT, N. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present consid- 
eration the bill S. 2040, which was before the House on yesterday 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox The gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. CoNGER] calls up the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill was read on yesterday. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And it is a continuing matter. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. CONGER. A bill for the establishment 
eastern part of the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. RYAN. Was unanimous consent given on yesterday ? 

Mr. CONGER. It was laid over at the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who wanted time to examine it be- 
fore giving consent to its consideration. I hope the gentleman from 
Kansas will not object. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to know the status of the bill. I understood 
it was objected to on yesterday by the gentleman from Tennessee. If 
that is so, and if he withdraws the objection this morning, it is still 
the subject of objection, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennesse: 
that it lie over until to-day; but it is still open to objection. 

Mr. RYAN. Then I hope it will not be considered this morning. I 
wish to examine it, and shall object for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made 
before the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demanded the regular order a few moments ago, 
but will withhold it for the present to allow the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to make a request. 

REPAIR SHOP FOR MAIL-BAGS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I ask unanimous consent to take up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11599) authorizing the Postmaster-Gen< l to rent a 
building in the gity of Washington, to be used asa mail-bag re; 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres: 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hear 

The bill was read, as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is here tho 
ized to rent for a term until July 1, 1889, a suitable building in 
ngton for the purpose of being used as a mail-bag repair-shoy f 
ge of the supplies used by the Post-Oftice Department in supplying} 
ata rental not exceeding the rate of $3,000 per annum 
{ for the purpose of providing for the expenses incidenta 
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of such building and for the proper performance of the work th: y 

x the following sums are hereby appropriated, payable out of : ys 
i ie Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

For rent, $3,000, or so much thereof as may bé necessary; for two watchme 

the rate of $720 per annum each: « : laborer, at the rate of $660 per annur 
one charwon the 1 210 p annum; for gas, $250,or somu 
is y be n ¥y; and ec], $500, or so much thereof as r 
sat in al “ } 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. MONTGOMERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconside 
on the table. 
The latter motion w: 


“a a all 





RECORD—HOUSE. 





















Mr. MONTGOMERY [ ask that ‘ s, which I send to ¢ 
( «’s desk and which are ex] ato < the } 
4) } } ished t 
Mr. EZRA 1] LYLOR W t 
Mr. MONTGO > They s ‘ i ! € 
passage of this 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLO I , 
¢ to b 8 \ t " 
nders a } t t ed Ww 
) hic I I ) . 
The SPEAKI ° i i 
Mr. EZRA B L\YLOR. M re t 
may D the on of the « I 
i I therefore w lraw 1 »bject 
There was no tn } 1 y ) 
rhe letters are ws 
( s \ 4 Pos ( 
Sit In Vv e fact tha ! 1 it Wa ( ‘ 
ved m sent site « I ‘ e, and \ . 
p, which is located in t st-otlle NW 
tilding at the Pension Offi I ave the < 
ude to Congress for an approj ation . ! rt 
ent to rent a suitable buiiding for the 
Under recent orders issued b you, th t of 
1 has become the main repair shop of all the bags in the service At 
are ninety persons empioyed this s ’ tthe premises now 
ccupied by them are partly unfit and can not be ed in the w 
rhe result of your ord aking Washington City the ma rey r 
een a very la * saving in the annual cost of bags and sacks, and it w 
i great detriment to the public ser e and seriously to be d ‘ Lif 
cient work of this shop should be interfered w the wa f ‘ 
modation 
Very res liy . 
4 LEO KNOT 
Ne {ssist ti} a 4 
H Don M. Dick inse 
] raster-Giene 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMEN! 
OF I First ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-C/ENERATI 
D1 OF PostT-OFFICE SUPPLII 
Vashington, D. C., October 8, 1888, 
Sir; By the request of the chief clerk of the Post-Office Department I have 
the hdénor to submit the reasons in brief for the necessity of additional storage 


d to the division of post-office supplies 


I 
p on hand a sufficient stock of 
to this room the 


oom being furnishe 
fhe present space is entirely inadequate to kee 
the articles required by the postal service. Ow 
Department is required to make orders for small quantities of the various arti- 
contracted for, thus adding largely to the clerical wo and in case of con- 
tractors furnishing inferior supplies, owing to the limite« nt of these arti- 
cles enabled to be kept on hand the inspection cor ged to accept 
them at a reduction instead of rejecting them in all cases 
when supplies do not come up to the contract requirement his course ig 
detrimental to the service and costly to the Department 


lack of 


cles 








as should be done 














Often, when contractors are delayed in the delivery of supplies owing to the 
breaking of machinery or negligence, or when railroads »deliver promptly, 
from accident or otherwise, the Department is unable nish postmusters 
with the supplies necessary to properly conduct thei s3, and the postal 
serv of the country is embarrassed. For nearly four years no additional 
storage room has been furnished, while during that time 12,510 new post offices 
hay een established, which, taken with the natural growth in the bus «ss of 
the service, have completely overrun the storage room of the division iivery 


ivailable space is now » the corrid« and 
eavy arti 


that the live 


occupied to its fullest extent, even t 
twine and wrapping-paper have to be piled to such a height 
sof visitors to the Department and of employés are often in danger. 
sy this course additional helpis required to perform the manual labor A 
ld at once be taken to procure storage room suflicient to carry at 
ree months’ supply of the various articles furnished 

I have the honor to remain, very respectfully 


les like 
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J.L. WOODBRIDGE, Superint 4 
lion. Don M. Drckrysow 
Postmaster-General, 
WaAsuInaTton, D. C., October 483, 

Sir: Referring to my letter of the 5th instant to the Postmaster-Gene by 
him referred to you with a recommendation for an appropriation of § ore 
repair shop in the city of Washington and a storage-room for post-of ip- 
plies, I have the honor to submit the following facts 

An investigation made last March disclosed the fact that there wer the 
New York and Washington post-offices on March 1, 1888, about 375,(«* 
leather and jute—which had been suffered to accumulate in those repa 10ps 
and had not been, by proper repairs, kept in the current stock of the lepart- 
ment and in use, 

Une an order of the Postmaster-General, the repair op at the city Wash- 

vas placed under my immediate charge, and } Kt. D.S. Tyler was ap- 

pol d superintendent thereof, and order vere ed to the various repair 
shops and to the railway ma ervice to send all t l ed bags ather, 
jute, and canvas—to this shop for repairs. In « to } rm this w ex- 
peditiously the force was from time to tin ! sed 1i0W stands atthe 
following figures 
Women, on jute sacks 51 
Canvas work¢ 9 
Leather rkers 14 
Laborers.. ~l7 

The total number of bags, jute, canvas, anc sther, repaired in this shop since 
the order placing this work under the charge of the Second Assistant Post 
master-General was mace, is 344,643, and the current service has be« ept i 


} 
abundant supply without 1 al requisitions fur new 


PI aking any adalt 








} 

y the establishment of the Washington repair-shop and the bring the 
damaged bags here under the immediate direction of this office, instea iV- 
ing them to the posimasters at the several repair-shops, the saving De~ 
partment therefor can be best illustrated by the following statement, t vit 

rhe amount paid for new pouches and bags of all kinds from June 387, to 


February 1, 18838, was $167,400. 
| The amount paid for new mail-bags from February 1, 1883 
| was $10,621.62 


to October 10, 1883, 
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The total cost for the ninety em ployés in the repair-shop during the month of 
e have not employed ninety persons during this time, but the average prob- 
A since I'« iary 1 was about forty-five, and the expenditure per month since 
that date for payment of wages to emp ployés, materials, and tools used in the re- 
pair of bags would pre y avert $3,000, making a total of about, say, $25,000 | 
expended for this purpose since Feb ‘uary 1, 1888. This added to the sum of 
$10,621.62 gives a total of 021.62 expended for mail sacks and mail bags as 
against a penditt of $167,460.75 for new pouches and bags of all kinds 
from June 30, 1887, to February 1 1883 , making a difference of $131,739.17. Isay | 
that this i tes a saving, but I do not mean to say that this sum of $131,739.17 | 
would have been expended in new maii bags, as the stock which was thus ob- 
tained would have gone through the i aieenes of the fiscal year Assuming that 
vi V I not have expended more than one-half of this amount for new bags 
from I a Ll to October 1, 1888, in other words about $65,869, the figures still 
show sum of at least $30,248 as the estimated saving resulting from repair- 
in umulated stock and putting it in the service and use since February } 
1, 48. The best estimate that I can reach as to the annual saving tothe mail- 
equipment division of this office by keeping the repair shop in Washington on 
its present basis will be $60,000 per annum, 
Very respectfully, 
A. LEO KNOTT, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon, C. L. ANDERSON, 
icting Chairman Commiitec on Pos!-Offices and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives. 
JULIA A. NUTT. 
Mr. LAGAN. I wish to offer the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
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desk to be read, for the purpose of having the claim referred to the 
Court of Claims. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (HI. R. 11580) for the relief of Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of 
Haller Nutt, deceased. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
referred to tife Court of Claims. 


I shall object to the consideration of that 


The gentleman asks that the claim be 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A me » from the Senate, by Mr. NEWELL, one of its clerks, an- 


nounced tha . the Senate requested the House to return to the Senate 
the bill of the House (H. R.1152) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Eliza M. Ferris. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I demand the regular order. 
The regular order is the call of com- 


Mr. KILGORE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The announcement having been made that no 
business can be transacted, I therefore move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. Pending that, I ask to be excused from 
attendance at further sessions of the House during this session, as it is 
impossible to do business without a quorum. I make this request on 
that account. 


OCTOBER 17, 


Mr. WHEELER. Without allowing the amendment to go in? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Pending that motion, I move to refer the res- 
olution to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to raise the point of order that that can 
not be done under the rules. [ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman cn 
the point of order. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this is a privileged question, and 
if this privileged question can be referred to a committee, then any 
other privileged question can be so referred. Now, the rule in relation 
to questions of privilege is this: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 


capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions 
tofix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 


A motion to adjourn appears to be the highest question of privilege 
that can possibly be presented to the House, because it can even take 
precedence of a question affecting the safety of the House, the dignity of 


| the House, or the personal privilege of any member of the House; and 


I assume that it would not be contended for a moment that a question 
of privilege affecting the safety or the dignity of this House could be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, or any other commit- 
tee. 

But further, sir, there appears to be no Committee on Ways and 
Means here. About the only committee that has been able to make 
any report to this House for the last three months is the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, and I think that if the resolution is to be referred at 
all, it ought to go to that committee. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, the Committee 
on Printing has made several reports lately. 

Mr. WHEELER. TheCommittee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department has made four reports within a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. With the chairmen of these committees and the 
clerks and the apple women out in the lobby we have got a quorum. 


| [ Laughter. ] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look at the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and I think it will be seen that this resolution 
might just as well be referred to the Committee on Enrolled Bills as 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, so far as jurisdiction is con- 
cerned, because the jurisdiction of the Committee on’Ways and Means 


applies to bills relating to revenue and to the bonded debt of the United 


States. But I assume, sir, that a question of privilege like this can 
not be referred to any committee at all. The very meaning of the 
‘‘ privilege’’ is that the matter may be called up and acted upon at 
the time it is called up instead of being buried in a committee, Gen- 
tlemen can of course vote it down, and that will be tantamount to re- 
ferring it to a committee. 

Now, i want to make an observation about the policy of continuing 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the | this Congress i in session. 


gentleman from Iowa? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 

Ir. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I want to present a privileged ques- 

tion before we adjourn. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman object to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Florida for leave of absence? 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; let him go. [Laughter.] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Florida. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I want to present a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I think the House will probably be glad if I 
take the gentleman from Texas with me. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask consideration of the resolution I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized to close 
the present session by adjourning their respective Houses on Saturday, October 
20, 1888, at 1 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. McMILLIN. For the purpose of permitting action to be taken 
on the resolution, I withdraw my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand immediate consideration of that reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Alabama proposes 
an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. WHEELER. A substitute. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I understand that the previous question 

was demanded on the resolution as it stands. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is demanded. 


I also ask to be excused during the remainder of the | 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. AsI understand, the gentle- 
tleman from Texas wishes to call up a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant was not in the chair when 
this matter came up, but his understanding is that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. K1iGore] has offered a resolution to adjourn. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have. 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Kentucky. And I understand that upon 
the offering of that resolution a motion was made to refer it to a com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to understand the situa- 
tion. Ifthe gentleman from Texas has simply called up the resolution 
which was offered yesterday, then the motion to refer was pending at 
the time the proposition was postponed. If the gentleman has offered 
a new resolution, of course that is a new proposition and subject to all 
proper parliamentary motions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Tenneuse [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] moved to refer the resolution after the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILGORE] had demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, Did the gentleman from Texas offer a new resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. McMILLIN. He did. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; I offered a resolution to adjourn on 
Saturday. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point I make is that this 
was not a privileged matter when there was already pending a motion 
to refer a similar resolution offered by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES] on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there may be any number of 
the same character. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And that any proposition to 
adjourn is privileged, no matter how often it may be made ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I rise to a point of order. ~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1ILGorE] 
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offered his resolution, and , 1 the } squ I ( 
Ithen moved that 1 I red to on W 
The ger in from Texas vy ma the po ( \ i 
motion that it can not apply to his resolution fora! 
The gentleman arose to debate the question of ord: e has ( M 
parted from that and has stated that he wishes to debat t] 
tion of the propriety of an adjournment, and the point I 1 -ist Mr. McMILLIN 
in debating the question of order he can not p 
other question. i S \ 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I rise toa point of order. 1 

he SPEAKER. There is one point of order now | The House a ! t ‘ : 1101 


I 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I rise to a parliamentary 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it SIA 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Isa motion to adjourn debata at cs ay 

The SPEAKER. A motion to fix the time at which the House — : = 
adjourn sine die is debatable. This is not a motion to adjourn, 1 ean ar ae ae eae : 








: ‘ ‘ Boge 

motion to fix a day to which the House will adjourn. ta We re a CAM! Sete : “3 — "4 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to add, upon the point of order which | °*)) os ae aa. f ‘ 7 ; 7 

the gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorE] makes upon my motion, | ., (7. Ct po agge Fg ee ae ‘ 5 

that the words ‘‘ shall adjourn ’’ and ‘‘ fora reces 3”? in the rule which | \. ( ; ; 

he quot S, apply not to final adjournment, but to the usual daily ad- a Mr. FEI \ . 1 (H si 

journments of the House. Ui ian bn Sen antance Geom of ¢ 1 C N ‘ ‘ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that distin 
Clerk will read the fourth subdivision of Rule X VI as to the priority o! 





motions. 











ry | 1] trel to the ( i1mittee on W Claim 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 11604) toa , 1 

When a question is under debate, no motion shall be r i but to fix th ar , cae es vag ae ( 
day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjou to take a re 3s, t ay ed : A 
the table, forthe previous question (which motions shall be decided wit t | berland and Caney Fork Rive: n Tennessee—to the Committe 
debate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone ind Comn , 

aly > areal ; , li } eo Oe > e . reg o j 
nitely, which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. y Mr. WILLIAM WHITING \ bill (H. R. 1160 — ¢ 


The SPEAKER. It will be observed that the motion for the previ- | yjjjjam Murphy—to the Committee on In | Pen 
ous question has priority, under the rule, over the motion to refer; 
therefore, while the motion to refer may be made pending the demand a ' ' 
for the previous question, the vote must first be taken on ordering the 





> 4} ! lowing petitions an pers 1 the ¢ 3d 
previous question.’ If the House should decline to order the previous rhe following oe L pa] 
emeatiate. ; u the rule, and referred as follows 
juestion—— 
’ PNncaAN CLEMENTS: Pe Bet Gr 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg pardon for one moment. If the ¢ a the , ‘ nats = 
elere ce ¢ S ¢ l ( oO 11ms eon vv I 


will refer to Rule X VII he will find the following language 











_ialms. 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the previous question — aaa rT rT. 1m rw iP i 
shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to enterta aie By Mr Mi MILLI ms Petition ol rE. W. Ba » SS Spee 
mit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing Lemmessee, ior removal of charges against him-——to the Committ on 
CNN. Military Affairs. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is correct; the Chair for the moment By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Ra Lawson, of Lauderdale 
did not remember the rule. It is arule which has usually been ap- | County, Alabama, for reference of her claim to the Court of ¢ - 
plied to matters of legislation, the passage of bills, joint resolutions, | to the Committee on War Claims. 
etc., but the Chair thinks it applies as well toany proposition pending 
before the House. Therefore the motion to refer is in order pending 
the demand for the previous question, or after the previous question aise - 

, SENATE 
has been ordered. i SIN 2 Ue 

Mr. WHEELER 3 this moti refer debatable ? ee ‘ 

Mr. VHEE! ER. Is this motion to re er debat able ° THURSDAY, October 18, 1888. 

The SPEAKER. It is not, under the rules of the House. | 

The question being taken on the motion to refer the resolution to the Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buti D. D 
Committee on Ways and Means, there were—ayes 19, noes 20. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and r 1 

. '. . : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No quorum. MAIL-BAG R ‘I 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. KILGORE were ; : ; 

I pro tempore. The Chair ] 3 before the Senate a 


appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 20, noes 7. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 
Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I renew it. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. SOWDEN. It is very evident there is no quorum present. I 
therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will allow a vote on the confer- 
ence report which was presented a short time ago. The gentleman a ome 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. HauGEN] withdraws his objection. ind considered as in Committee of the V1 mole 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing, and under the rules a con- rhe bill was reported to the Senate with Sy Of . 
ference report can not be entertained when a division is being taken. | * third = aiding, and w s read the third t = 
But if there is no objection, the Chair will entertain the 1 . _Mr. SAU] SBN RY. Before the vote is taken on the passage of 1 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 


from the House of Representatives. 
he bill (H. R. 11599) to authorize the Postmaster-General to rent 


able building in the city of Washington to be used as a ma 


The PRESIDENT 


repair-shop, and for other purposes, was read the first time by 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that that bill may be no 
considered. 


By unanimous consent, the bill was read the second t 
\ 


bill, I should like to inquire of the Senator in cl 


; 7, me yinion of the lenartment the nas 2 af ihe 

Mr. KILGORE. What is involved in the matter? the opinion of the Departmen I unre ' 
=e rr : ; + 41 het r itis yluntary movement or 
Mr. PEEL. The report was presented awhile ago; and the gentle- | W2°t#eT 10 18 a volar 1t on 


nan from Wisconsin [| Mr. HAUGEN] asked that actio1 
til he could look into it. He does not now object. 


resentatives. 


Mr. SAWYER. I will state to my f 





The SPEAKER. The report has already been read. The question | T¢™ttives of the Fost-O ee — 
is on agreeing to it. tee on Appropriations and requested a cla 
Mr. HAUGEN. Since this report was presented I have examined this to the Fost-O at 
matter; and I am satisfied that if my colleague were here he would mleress OD * ae — H 
not object to the bill in its present form. I withdraw my objection. | 94! was struck out. Then the 1 Seer ae sw ye 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. partmens wes ; » the He ~ ' : = ' 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. r aul a . { ' ae ee 
Mr. SOWDEN. I now renew my motion that the House adjourn ss ry in wok rose 
The SPEAKER (havi: r put the question a The ayes seem to have 1 he PRI SIDE? 0 . ‘ y 
it. The bill was ed 
Mr. McMILLIN. I call for a division. a: 
Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of ‘‘ no quot > upon the LAN , . PI iS AND 3 a 





, LANI 
reference of the adjournment resolution. I am willing to allowthe| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair la before 

ie matter to be referred. | the action of the House of Representatives on the conference 1 

The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn is pending. } House bill 8074, which will be rea: 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE HOvSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, October 17, 1888. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to united 
Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit the report of the committee of conference 
on the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ; The report will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for the allot- 
ment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered I, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

On page 2,in line 29, of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment, after the word “ building”’ insert the words “together with the land.” 
On page 5 of said amendment, in lines 9 and 10, strike out the words ‘‘in the In- 
terior Department.” 

On page 6 of said amendmentin line 1 strike out the words “ removed to the 
Indian Territory ;” and strike out all of lines 15 to 19,inclusive, on page 6 of said 
amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

** And the court may ascertain the reasonable value of the services of counsel 
employed by said confederated tribes to represent the tribes on such examina- 
tion, not to exceed 10 per cent. of the aggregate sum actually fn controversy ; 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid to said counsel so much 
of the sum so ascertained as in equity and justice he may consider to be due 
them for such services out of any money in the Treasury of the United Siates 
now due to such tribes arising from the sale of the lands of said tribes in Kan- 
sas."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





“ 


H. L. DAWES, 

oO. H. PLATT, 

JOHN T. MORGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

S. W. PEEL, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 

B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report. 
The report was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GRAY. I present a petition, which has been sent to me ip the 
absence of both the Senators from Connecticut, being the petition of 
more than 500 citizens of that State, representing nearly all the gain- 
ful occupations of our country. As the petition is short I will ask per- 
mission to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GRAY. The petition is as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

GeNTLEMEN: The workingmen of Connecticut, wage-earners, manufacturers 
and farmers, use upwards of $100,000,000 worth of raw materials annually in their 
industries. A large amount of these materials can not be obtained in this coun- 
try. Nearly all of these materials come from without the borders of our State. 
The increased cost of these materials, particularly of wool, salt, lumber, tin-plates, 
etc., by reason of the tariff taxes, has become an intolerable burden. The Mills 
bill, which now comes before you, relieves us from many of these taxes. The 
final enactment of the bill will be worth millions of dollars to our people. It 
will revive many industries which are now much depressed. It will tend to in- 
crease the wages of our mechanics andthe profits of our manufacturers. It will 
add vaiue to our farms and our factories. We, the undersigned, citizens of Con- 
necticut. therefore most respectfully ask that the bill be speedily passed by your 
honorable body. 

The petition is signed by W. H. Shannon and over 500 others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition having been read will 
appear in the RECORD, as the Chair supposes without the names, It 
is so ordered, if there be no objection. The bill having been reported, 


the petition will lie upon the table. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3641) to confer the 
rank of lieutenant by law on Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PROPOSED RECESS—FINAL ADJOURNMENT. _ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over under objection from yesterday, which will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted yesterday 
by Mr. ALLISON, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That at 1 o'clock 
p. m. on Saturday, the 20th day of October, instant, the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representativesadjourn their respective Houses, 
to meet on Monday, the 19th day of November next, at 12 o’clock m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Chair remembers correctly, 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] yesterday moved to refer the 
resolution to a committee of five, to be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer, and under the objection of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], the subject went over until to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution in line 
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3, by striking out ‘‘20th”’ and inserting ‘‘27th;’’ and in line 4, by 
striking out ‘‘19th’’ and inserting ‘*12th;’’ so as to read: 

That at 1 o’clock p. m. on Saturday, the 27th day of October, insiant, the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives ad- 
journ their respective Houses to meet on Monday, the i2th day of November 
next, at 12 o’clock m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire action upon his motion to refer? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not now. I withdraw it for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDocxk ]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have consulted as many Senators as I could on 
both sides of the Chamber as to what we should do respecting the ques- 
tion of adjournment, and I think the prevailing opinion is on both 
sides—I know there are Senators on both sides who do not agree to it— 
but the prevailing opinion is that it is wiser to adjourn until the first 
Monday in December. I think that is the prevalent opinion on both 
sides of the Chamber, so faras I can gather thatopinion. I understood 
that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] intended to propose an 
amendment looking to an adjournment, and if he does so, I shall for 
myself support it. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the Senate should pursue whatever course 
would best promote the passage of a tariff bill at the earliest day that 
it can reasonably and properly be done, but I do not believe that we 
can facilitate that result by taking a recess from Saturday until the 
19th day of next month, and then again assembling before the regular 
time of meeting in December. 

The Senate has been in session now over ten and a half months. 
Senators who have attended to their duties during that length of time 
at the Capitol might, it seems to me, reasonably ask for at least a month 
and twenty days of vacation before the commencement of the next 
session of Congress. My own opinion is that you could not geta 
quorum to attend on the 19th of next month, and if a quorum did ap- 
pear it would only forward the matter by a few days and would not 
really be a gain in time of any great public concern. 

Again, the Presidential election takes place in the mean time, and 
the popular verdict that may be then pronounced will have a great deal 
to do with the shape in which the tariff bill will finally pass. If the 
Democrats are successful, I presume something very near the Mills 
bill, if not identical with the Mills bill, will be passed at the December 
session. Ifthe Republicans should be successful, probably something 
more nearly like the bill reported by the Finance Committee of the 
Senate as a substitute would be enacted into a law. 

I think it is desirable therefore, in this state of the case, that we 
should not take final action until the Presidential election, and let the 
popular verdict be known before the tariff bill is passed into a law. 

Entertaining these views, and being satisfied that the resolution to 
take a recess would be unwise, I think I should call for a division on 
that question if it should be put to the Senate, and we should then 
have to test the question whether there is a quorum present. Under 
all the circumstances, however, I believe it is better that we should 
adjourn; and therefore I offer the following resolution as a substitute 
fer the resolution of the Senator from Iowa: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Saturday, the 20th day of 
October, at 1 o’clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves to 
strike out all after the word ‘‘that’’ in the resolution of the Senator 
from Iowa, and to insert. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I hope the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia will beadopted. Weof all the people in this 
country ought not to be inattentive to the fact that the two Houses ot 
Congress are not now in a position to debate the details of the tarifi 
bill, on which, of course, divisions would need to be taken. Weof all 
men in the country should not be the only ones unobservant of the 
fact that the Presidential election intervenes about half way between 
our present date and the meeting of the next session of Congress. We 
are all aware that the subject of the tariff is the principal topic here- 
tofore debated, and the principal matter to be decided in the opinions 
of the people at this election. 

It seems to me, therefore, from any observation that I have made 
outside of these Chambers and outside of Washington, that the general 
feeling of the country is that we have faithfully debated on both sides 
the question of the change of the tariff, and that now the debate on 
principles has been brought to a close in this body, and the details, it 
they are ever to become practically determinable by this Congress, will 
need an attendance of a majority here. 

I therefore heartily support the motion made by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. DOLPH. If it is proposed to adjourn, I should like to be in- 
formed as to the object of putting the hour at 1 o’clock on Saturday. 
I have not heard of any Senator on either side of the Chamber who 
proposes now to enter into a general discussion of the revenue bill 
which has been under consideration. I suppose there is no certainty 
that the deficiency bill will be signed before that date, and if we are 
















& 


1888. 


going to adjourn I do not see vhat difference it makes whether we ad 
journ to-day at 1 o'clock, or to-morrow at 1 o’clock, or on Saturday 
whenever the other House can act on the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that the d 
ficiency bill, which is certainly an important bill, is now under con 
sideration, I suppose, by the President; and the object in fixing Sat- 
urday is to give him an opportunity to examine that bill and some 
other bills which have recently been sent to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that several 
other bills of considerable importance have recently been signed by the 
Presiding Officers of both Houses and forwarded to the Executive for 
his approval. In the opinion of the Chair there should be an interval 
in which the Executive might act; otherwise, the Senate and the 
House adjourning, the legislation would entirely fail. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is well understood that the legislation of the Con- 
gress continues through the short session, until 12 o’clock on the 4th 
of March, and bills are hurried to the President and receive his signa- 
ture at the close of the session. 
tion, if we have proceeded with the tariff bill as far as we can under 
existing circumstances and there is no further legislation, whether it 
is necessary that the session should be extended until Saturday. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
observations on the bill before we adjourn, so that we are not ready to 
adjourn to-day. But certainly the President should have an opportu- 
nity to examine the bills which have been sent to him, because if they 
are not signed they fail on adjournment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifthey are not signed they will fail in any event, and 
if returned without the signature of the President they would fail in 
the existing condition of both Houses. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The object that I should seek to accomplish by the 
amendment which I propose is that if we could continue the consider- 
ation of the tariff bill and such speeches as would be made between this 
and the 27th should be delivered, the Senate being relieved to that ex- 
tent, it might happen that a date not remote in the future might be 
fixed for a final vote on this proposition. Possibly the Committee on 
Finance might conclude after a little that it would be proper to name 
a date upon which the vote could be taken—perhaps the 12th of De- 
cember, orsome time thereabouts. Whereas if we should take so long 
a recess as has been proposed, or if we should adjourn, the speeches 
which could be made now would have yet to be made hereafter, and the 
date of the determination of this question corres] 
postponed very far into the future. 

My judgment is, and the desire of the people of the State whom | 
have the honor in part to represent here is, that there should be a re- 
vision of the tariff at the earliest possible date. I believe that a great 
majority of my constituents are in favor of the bill which has been per- 
fected and reported by the Committee on Finance and which is before 
the Senate at this time. That committee have performed a very great 
labor, having done in six weeks what they might have been properly 
allotted six months to do. That bill is here; it isa good bill. Iam 
very much in favor of it, although I should perhaps desire and expect 
at the proper time to ask for a change or two in the bill. However, I 
think we could go ahead until the 27th, and relieve the Senate of a cer- 
tain number of speeches that will have to be made some time. My 
friend, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGANn], whose speech is 
phenomenal, both as to its duration and its quality, has unwound him- 
selfa little. I should hope before the end of next week he would be 





yndingly delayed 
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However, I merely make the sugges- | 


I think thereare Senators who desire to make some | 


unwound still further, and then, if we should come back here on the | 


12th, we should have an easier time until the commencement of the 
next session, and I think we would make very decided progress. 

I think it would gratify the country if we would undertake to push 
this measure as rapidly as we can. If we adjourn on the 27th, that 
will give all of us, Senators from the remotest as well as those from the 
nearer States, an opportunity to get home in time to rest a little before 
the election on the 6th day of November, and the date Isuggest for the 
reassembling will give them sufficient timetoreturn. Thenif wecan 
possibly fix a date so early as the 12th of December to vote on this 
question, it would be in order, and itewould be very proper, thatthere 
should be a long holiday recess afterwards. We might takea recess from 
the 15th of December or somewhere there to the 6th of January, which 
would ease us up a little after the enormous amount of time and labor 
we will have put in by that date, and indeed have already put in. 

This is my view. I think it would be better to do as I suggest. I 
think the country would be better satisfied with it,and J think it 
would be well for the Senate to take that course. Ofcourse I know 
perfectly well, as every Senator does, that the bill can not be passed in 
the short time to intervene between this and the Gth of November, 
when of course we shall have to take a recess. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _Is the Senator from Nebraska in earnest? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska will answer that he 
is terribly in earnest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should think he was terribly in earnest in try- 
ing to make the people believe that which does not exist. Now look! 
Hold up your fingers and count them. Talk about business! 

Mr. TELLER. You will not get a quorum if you count. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not said anything about that. I am 
simply calling the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to what he 





might count on his fingers ‘alk about transacting business! If the 
Senator wants to pass that bill b » the 6th day of November, we 
will stay here. If that is the « t ] 

Mr. PADDOCK. Of course the > vs that wn 
The bill certainly ought to have a mo eration. It is patent 
ot co se to everybody t rt it« 3 ¢ 
and it can have that under my plat 

Mr. COCKRELL. A month’s considera i iow do in 
to act upon 1t? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I mean to d 3 it ) : may b ! d to 
discuss it up to the 27th, and when my friend 1 Mi comes 
back on the 12thof November he will very likely be prepared self 


to make another speech. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
an opportunity, and we have three days Jonge 
in which to talk. The claim of the Senator from Nebraska is p: 


fectly farcical. If you want to pass that bill,before the election, we 


sired to sp ik has had 


really before Saturday 


Every Senator who has de 


will stay here with you. You can not do it. It is a farce to under- 
take it, and you know it 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senat knows t mary trouble out 
the matter, and that is that the other House has not had a « rum for 
six weeks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not make a particle of d 
The House has nothing to do with this bill now: it is t Ronate 


nothing more and nothing less and nothing else 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hope $3 penators W i ¢ 
operate with the Chair in preserving order 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will do so most heartily. It does not make 
a bit of difference, as to the action of the Senate, whether there is a 
quorum in the House or not. The House has disposed of the tariff 
bill. Itis herein the Senate. It is for the Senate to dispose of it. 
The House ought to have gone home long ago. There is no use for 
any of them here. Wait until you pass your bill. It will be time 
enough to talk about a quorum in the House when the bill is passed 





by the Senate. If itis before the 6th of November, or any other time, 
there will be aquorum inthe House. Don’t trouble yourselves about 
that. 

Mr. GEORGE. They will be here promptly. 

Mr. COCKRELL They will be here in time to act immediately 
upon the bill. Now, pass it. It does not make a bit of difference 
when you pass that bill, there will be a quorum of the House here. 
Get the Senate in a condition to work. Thatis your business. You 
ire in control of the Senate and not of the House. Here is the place 
for you to act. Do not commence complaining about the House. You 
are not responsible for the House. The Democratic party is responsi- 
ble for that, not the Republican majority of the Senate. Let every 
tub stand on its own bottom, if it has any bottom. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TheSenatorcan certainly charge no laches to t 
side of the Chamber in the consideration of the bill. There has neve 
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been so much labor performed by any committee of the Senate upon 
any measure in so short a time as was ] } 
on Finance that perfected and reported this bill, in the consideration 
of the same and the preparation of its very able report. There has been 
no moment lost that could have been utilized on this side in the dis- 
cussion of the proposition. 

Now, if the Senate wishes to quit, it is all right, but so far as I am 
concerned, although I am not disposed to take up any time of the Senate 
in the discussion of the proposition—I am not much in the habit of doing 
that sort of thing—at the same time I am ready to stay here and listen 
to my friend from Missouri, and to my friend trom Alabama, and t 
others who I know will speak on this question. If we were to stay 
here until the 17th we would have plenty of speeches, which we shall 
have to have later if we do not stay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator talks haste with w 
the Finance Committee has disposed of this bill. Why, it is 
What did you do in 1882and 1883? You took alittle internal-re 
bill in December, 1882, and you referred it to the Committee on + 
nance, and you reported that back in less than th 
passed it in less than thirty days after that, and then forced a « 


performed by the Committe 





ibout the 


rty days, a 


ence upon it, and you got the present tariff law. How does that « 
pare? ‘This is the longest time the Senate Committee on Financ: 
ever considered a tariff bill in the histo t i States ( 
gress. 
Mr. PADDOCK. What yout the | t this | ul 
1888? 
Mr. COCKRELL. That does n ‘ Do not 
trouble yourself about the House Phe H ' ake care of itself 
| Take care of the Senate. Here is y responsibil 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri desires 
| make a correct statement ? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Misso 
| yield? 
| Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course he yields 
| Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator must have forgotten that in 183 the 
| bill to which he alludes passed the Hiouse of Kepresentatives at the long 
| session, and was referred to the Finance Committee during the long 


| 


session. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Why do you trouble yourself about the House? 
We are talking about the Senate. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon the Chair 
did not understand. The Chair understands the Senator from Iowa 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please address the | to accept the amendment. 


Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will be patient with me for a mo- 
ment so that I may make my statement, I will state when the Senate 
met at the short session of 1882-’83 the bill already prepared by the 
Tariff Commission was presented to them for consideration, and all the 
committee had to do in the consideration of the question was to con- 
sider the Tariff Commission bill, which was a complete and perfected 
measure. In this case it became necessary for the Senate committee to 
prepare a new and original measure, which took a very much longer 
time, of course, than was taken in 1883 for the consideration of the meas- 
ure which was prepared by the Tariff Commission. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You did not follow the Tariff Commission report 
at all in 1883. You never pretended to follow it. They told you to 
reduce the revenues from 20 to 25 percent. Instead of that you raised 
them. The Tariff Commission report did not-help you at all. It was 
not your guide, it was not your standard. You had it at this time. 
If it was of any benefit to you then, it could have been of benefit to you 
now. You had all the investigations. All the members of Finance 
Committee but one were members who considered the bill of 1882-83. 
Every one of you is perfectly familiar with it. The other member ot 
the committee, the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], was 
a member of the Ways and Means Committee of the House then. So 
all the members of your committee are men who considered that bill. 

[ say the Senate committee has taken a longer time in the consider- 
ation of this bill than has ever been consumed in the Senate of the 
United States in the consideration of any tariff bill. 

Mr. FRYE. We have got the best bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The best bill? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wonderful it is! It catches the breeze from 
whatever point of the compass it comes. It is an admirable bill to re- 
port on the eve of an election, to ‘‘fry the fat’’ out of those who are 
interested in manufactures ! 

I have the record here in regard to all these matters. Let us under- 
stand ourselves distinctly now. If the Senator from Nebraska, if the 
majority of the Senate on that side of the Chamber say they can pass 
this bill before the 6th of November, we will stay here with you. If 
you can not pass it before the 6th of November, then I say you know, 
and every intelligent, thinking, conservative man knows, that to meet 
here on the 12th of November or on the 19th of November will not 
facilitate the final disposition of the bill. That is all there is in it. 
It is a perfectly patent matter. Understand me. If they want to 
pass the bill before the 6th of November we will stay here. If they 
will come and confess that they can not do it before that time, then 
we say to them, you know as we know that merely taking a recess 
until the 12th of November or until the 19th of November or any 
other day in November will not hasten final action on the bill one 
particle, and will be of no service in the final settlement of it. 

I gave the reasons yesterday for this view. You will not have a 
quorum of the Senate here if you meet on the 12thor the 19th of Novem- 
ber. You can not take votes upon the variousamendments. Nothing 
will be decisive. You may get through the Committee of the Whole 
with the bill, and then when you go into the Senate you will have to 
do the work all over again. ‘Therefore, I say, taking your position, if 
you can not pass the bill and do not intend to pass it before the 6th of 
November, in the interest of early action upon the bill the Senate should 
adjourn and meet on the regular day in December, and then we should 
have no adjournment for the Christmas holidays, no holiday recess, but 
should go on continuously working upon the bill regularly, just as if 
we were in the midst of a session, or on the heels of it. That is the 
only sensible, practical plan, and itis all you can do, You have got 
to do one or the other of these things. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a matter of little consequence, but in regard 
te the statements made by the Senator from Missouri as to the action 
of the Finance Committee in 1883, I must say that each one of those 
statements is a misstatement of fact. The Committee on Finance did 
take the Tariff Commission bill as the basis of their work, and they re- 
ported it with very few exceptions as the bill came from the commis- 
sion; and whenever changes were made they were made in the nature 
of reductions; and the bill asreported from the committee and as passed 
by the Senate made more and greater reductions than the Tariff Com- 
mission bili itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Brown] ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Was that accepted by the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I said I was going to vote for it. 

Mr. MORGAN, I thought you said you were going to accept it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will vote for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not worth while to have any vote on these 
questions. Unless it can be done by unanimous consent it can not be 
done at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I accept the amndment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to it. 


Mr. DOLPH. Ido not know that Iam here to accept everything 
that is offered from the other side. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment, then, being ac- 
cepted, will be read as an original resolution. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare their 
respective Houses adjourned without day, on Saturday, the 20th day of October, 


at 1 o'clock p, m, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution? [Putting the question.] The ayes 
appear to have it. The ayes have it. The resolution is agreed to, 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the first bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The Cuier CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wil- 
son. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. ‘Thenext bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack was an- 
nounced as the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 

tule TX. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 


WAGONS MADE BY PRISON LABOR. 

Mr. TELLER. I submit the following resolution: 

Whereas it is reported that the Secretary of the Interior has purchased a large 
number of wagons for the Indian service that were manufactured with prison 
labor in the State of Tennessee, thus putting the honest labor of the country in 
competition with such prison labor: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized and directed to 
inquire as to the truth of such report, the number of wagons so purchased, the 
price paid for the same, whether the price paid was the fair market price thereof, 
and whether legislation is or is not required to protect the honest labor of the 
country from such prison convict-labor competition. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will withdraw his objection a mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state why I offer the resolution. 

Mr. President, my attention has been called to this fact by several 
people who are interested in the labor of the country. My attention 
was first called to it by the following, which I cut from a newspaper: 

A GOVERNMENT CONTRACT. 

The firm of Cherry, Morrow & Co. has secured a Government contract for the 
building of four hundred army wagons, or wagons to be used in the Territories 
occupied by Indians. The contract was secured over the competition of many 
of the leading wagon manufacturers in the United States. 

I understand that the firm of Cherry, Morrow & Co. are the lessees 
of the convict labor of the State of Tennessee and are manufacturers of 
wagons at Nashville, Tenn. I have here their advertisement in which 
they allege themselves to be manufacturers of wagons, and they have 
on their advertisement the words ‘‘No imported pauper labor em- 
ployed.’’ I am told that this firm does its work by convict labor and 
that their bid for wagons—it is at least so reported—was below the 
bids of other persons not employing convict labor, and so low that they 
could not compete with them. , 

I myself do not: believe that the Government of the United States 
should encourage this system of leasing convict labor, nor do I believe 
that the Government of the United States by its purchases should give 
a preference to the products of involuntary labor that underbids neces- 
sarily the honest independent labor of this country. I do not object 
to the employment of convicts in a proper manner, so that they may 
maintain good health, that they may in some degree relieve the State 
of the burden of their support by the manufacture of such things as are 
necessary for them within the prison walls, or the production, where 
they can work on farms, of such articles as may contribute to their 
own support; but I do object to a system that encourages this class 
of labor, involuntary labor, in the hands of corporations and individ- 
uals at a nominal rental, thus enabling a corporation at a place where 
criminals are kept to compete to the disadvantage of the people who 
are employed in the honest manufactures of the country. 

I find in the President’s message of 1886 a rather remarkable state - 
ment, which, it seems to me, may probably have been acted on by the 
official who purchased these wagons, nominally the Secretary of the 
Interior, but really and practically, of course, the Commissioner of In- 
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case, because I do not know, that these wagons were offered at a rate 
s0 low that the honest manufacturer of wagons in Tennessee could not 
furnish them; but that is the assertion made in Tennessee; thatis what 
I want this committee to ingvire about. I want to find out whether 
that isso or not. If so, these manufacturers and other manufacturers 
would take the place of all the honest manufacturers, and after awhile 
the only wagon-makers in this country would be the convicts. I do 
not know that there are quite enough convicts to supply all wagons, 
but they could supply a very large number undoubtedly. 

This is not a matter of mere indifference to the public. Thisis a 
question that has agitated the public for many years, and I therefore 
have submitted this resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
Austria has a general law under which the product of aK convict labor 
shall none of it be sold at home to compete with home labor, but all of 
it shall be for exportation, and a large part of it is exported now to the 
United States of America. 

Mr. TELLER. I was aware of that fact, and I meant to have men- 
tioned it, but it escaped my mind. Iunderstandthatisa fact. While 
in another body recently when this question was up men were clamor- 
ing for the passage of the Mills bill, were declaiming against convict 
labor and denouncing everybody who employed it or bought the prod- 
ucts of it, yet they were willing to open the doors, open our ports to 
the convict labor of Austria and other countries without stint and with- 
out restriction. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, as to the point the Senator from Colo- 
rado makes in regard to the purchase of wagons by the Interior De- 
partment manufactured in Tennessee, I know nothing of the matter 
except that I know that there is such a firm as that named by him, and 
that it is a very reliable firm. I further know that they have a fine 
reputation all over this country. They do an immense amount of work 
and ship to all parts of the country. Perhaps no firm of that kind of 
wagon-makers has a superior reputation. I know further that the Sen- 
ator is mistaken if he thinks that the sum paid for the labor performed 
by convicts in Tennessee is merely nominal. I know something per- 
sonally about that, because I happened to be connected with the exec- 
utive office of the State at the time the law was passed, and I, as chief 
executive, accepted the bid, the highest made for convict labor in the 
United States. That firm to the State of Tennessee gives annually 
$100, 250—at any rate it is upwards of $100,000 that they pay annually— 
for the labor of convicts, all of which is matter of legislation in Tennes- 
see, and was approved by the Legislature to which it was reported. 

I think the Senator will find himself likewise mistaken when he in- 
vestigates this matter to the bottom as to its being the lowest bid. It 
is a very large contract, and I have heard it spoken of casually, but I 
did not investigate it, knowing the character of the firm of Cherry, 
Morrow & Co., whom I know very well. I know they are responsible, 
and I furthermore know they are gentlemen of high character and cor- 
rect in their dealings. They stand very high; perhaps no firm in this 
country stands higher. I also know most favorably the Commissioner 
of the Indian Bureau, who had the dealings with them referred to by 
the Senator, and my understanding at the time was that it was the 
only firm in the United States that could furnish the particular kind 
of wagons needed by the time they were wanted. That is to say, the 
wood had to be of a certain character, and had to be seasoned, which 
required much time to effect. A large supply of four hundred wagons 
of the kind wanted within the time specified could be furnished by 
them. Atleast I so understood. 

I want to say further that neither of these parties has any objection 
in the world to going into any investigation that may be desired on 
the part of the Senator from Colorado or of the Senate, and I approve 
of anything he suggests in regard to an investigation of the case. If 
there is anything wrong about it, let us knowit. I think it will turn 
out that there is no wrong, and not only that, but that it was the best 
bargain that could be obtained by the Secretary of the Interior or those 
who acted under him in getting that particular kind of goods of the 
amountand quality desired. 

So I see no reason why it should not be investigated. If the Sen- 
ator thinks there is a cat in the meal, let it out; these gentlemen will 
not object; but do not let us prejudge the case on the eve of an elec- 
tion and at the very close of the session of Congress. Let us have the 
proof, let us understand it; but right here, on the eve of the election, 
and at the close of the session nothing can be done now to contradict 
it. I will join hands with the Senator to have an investigation at the 
proper time of this matter. 

These people are from my State, and I know the character of the 
gentlemen who made this contract on both sides, and I am persuaded 
that we could take the Senator as a jury himself, or as a member of 
the committee to act upon it, and he would indorse what has been done 
in this regard. 

I speak of it from the fact of the character of these gentlemen and 
of the work that they perform. That is the only point that concerns 
my constituents and the only one i care to discuss. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not attacking the Senator’s constituents. I 
am not finding fault with Cherry, Morrow & Co. I have no doubt 
they are men of high character, as he says; at least I will take his 
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word for it that they are men of financial responsibility and character. 
I have no reason to suppose they are not. I will take issue with the 
Senator, though, when he says that Cherry, Morrow & Co. are the only 
firm that can furnish that kind of wagons. , 

Mr. BATE. I understood at the time that they had a very large 
supply of seasoned timber from Indiana and other States which they 
have had drying there for years, and the Commissioner required that 
the wagons should be made of seasoned lumber; and my understanding 
was that they were the only firm that could deliver within the speci- 
fied time the large number and the particular kind of wagons to be far- 
nished. 

Mr. TELLER. If the number is only four hundred—I have seen it 
stated as high as cight hundred; but evenif it was eight hundred, I will 
guaranty, having had some observation, that there are many concerns 
that can furnish eight hundred wagons. They do not furnish the 
wagons all at once. 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me. My understanding was that there was a 
bid. Whether the wagons were advertised for or not, I do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. All such matters must be advertised. 

Mr. BATE. Then I think I am justified in saying that they were 
advertised and that this firm was the lowest bidder for that particular 
kind of work in the quantity and quality required. 

Mr. TELLER. They were the lowest bidders. That is what the 
other wagon-makers complain of. That is what the honest labor of 
the country complains of. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs must 
advertise for bids, and when he had advertised for them, of course he 
took the lowest bid. He need not have taken the wagons from this 
concern. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You say he need not have taken the lowest 
bid? 

Mr. TELLER. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Suppose this firm was the lowest bidder? 

Mr. TELLER. He is not obliged to take the lowest bidder. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then to whom should he give the contract? 

Mr. TELLER. He could give it to any other concern that he saw 
fit, that was responsible, that made a bid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And not be impeached for violating the law? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, then, you hold that the laws of 
Congress are not binding on the Executive Departments. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I donot. The laws of Congress do not require 
the officer to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the law of Congress expressly require 
him to let the contract to the lowest bidder? 

Mr. TELLER. He is to be the judge of the fitness and propriety of 
every bid. He has discretion, and there are a great many bids that 
are received which are lower than others that are not deemed proper 
for the Government to accept. The Government rules out a class of 
bidders and gives them notice, ‘‘ If you bid here, although you are the 
lowest bidder, you can not come in.’?’ Why? ‘‘ Because you are a fail- 
ing bidder; because you have not kept your contracts.’’ The oflicer 
was not necessarily compelled to accept the bid. If he was, then there 
is the more necessity for a change of the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, if he were compelled to do it, 
it was a Republican law that compelled him. 

Mr. TELLER. That law was on the statute-book long before the 
Republican party came into power or into existence. I noticed that 
the Senator from Missouri and some others seem to think when any 
complaint is made of mal-administration anywhere, if they can just find 
that it was done under Republican administration, that is all right and 
they are justified. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator pardon me if I ask him a question ? 
He has been connected with the Interior Department in an official ca- 
pacity. Was it the custom when he was there to allow contracts to go 
to any other than the lowest bidder ? : 

Mr. TELLER. These contracts are made by a board of commission- 
ers. A board in New York makes these contracts, a board of distin- 
guished philanthropic gentlemen, and many and many a time they re- 
port in favor of giving contracts not to the lowest bidder, because they 
think it to the advantage of the Government to take some other. 

Mr. BATE. Then this whole thing is justifiable according to the 
Senator’s own suggestion, as those distinguished philanthropic gentle- 
men, as a board, approved it. 

Mr. TELLER. I am talking about the administration of public af- 
fairs. I am saying that if that is the law, if they are compelled to do 
it, I want the law changed and I want some legislation. We have pro- 

legislation and we have passed a bill in both bodies of Congress 
which would have been the law but for the action of the President. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator wants legislation. Does he expect to have 
it at the close of this session here? p : 

Mr. TELLER. I do not, but I want it at the next. There isa bill 
pending now which can be so amended as to cover the whole ground. 
I want to know what the facts are. I want to know something about 
them. We have submitted this question to the Commissioner of Labor. 
He made a report in 1886. ; 

Mr. BATE. What committee is this resolution directed to? 
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Mr. TELLER. The Committee on Indian Affairs. On the 2d of 
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Under that the Commissioner of Labor made an exhaustive report 
which, I submit to the Senator from Tennessee, it would be well for 
him or any other Senator tostudy who believes that convict Jabor is the 
proper thing, who believes that the honest labor of this country should 
be put in competition with convict labor, and that the Government 
should be the patron of convict labor. Ido notbelieve init. The Com- 
missioner reports that it is hostile and injurious, as did the commis- 
sioners of various States. Mr. Louis D. Pilsbury, the superintendent of 
prisons of New York, in 1879 reported against putting the free laborers 
of New York in competition with convict labor. I want so far as I can 
that the Government of the United States shall give no aid or encour- 
agement to what is considered a degradation of American labor that is 
prevailing all over the Southwest and South. No such thing can be 
done in the North. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator will permit me to say that I looked into 
that matter formerly to some extent, and the very system in vogue in 
Tennessee in regard to the managementof the prisons, which involves 
necessarily the leasing of the convicts and the work that they do, is 
taken from the report of James G. Blaine, of Maine, when he was in 
the Legislature there as chairman of a committee. 

[ want to state further in regard to the convict labor question, that 
Iam not discussing it now, but only looking to the matter brought 
out by the Senator which concerns my State and my constituents. 

Mr. TELLER. If there is any wicked thing that has occurred in 
this country that the Democrats do not lay to James G. Blaine I should 
like to know what it is. 

Mr. BATE. It seems whenever we do we hit the nail on the head 
every time. 

Mr. TELLER. If he ever made a mistake, they are ready to fol 
low him, but they are not ready to follow him in any good work. 
They do not adopt his principles of protection to American Jabor, and 
all that. 

Mr. BATE. I hope they never will. 

Mr. TELLER. But if he should come out in favor of convict labor 
they would regard it as good authority and they would consider them- 
selves absolved from the slightest criticism if they could only cite him 
as a witness. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator follows him in other things; but he does 
not propose to follow ltim in this, as it does not suit todo so just now 
on the eve of a national election. 

Mr. TELLER. I was a protectionist and I knew something about 
these things before I ever heard of James G. Blaine. Ian 


am as old in 
years as he is, if not older. I do not follow him when I think he is 
wrong. I follow him when he is in accord with my ideas. I do not 


know whether he recommended convict labor or not. If the Senator 
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means to say that he is in accord with him on that let him produce his | 


authority. I donot know whether he is in favor of doing work of this 
kind with convict labor or whether he is opposed to it. I only speak 
for myself, and I am not condemning or criticising Tennessee. I have 
nothing to do with it. I am simply stating that, as a member of the 
legislative department of this Government, I want, if I can, to say ot 


the Executive Departments of the Government, ‘‘ You shall not do this | 


thing;’’ and if they reply that they think they are compelled by law, 
then they may be absolved until we pass new legislation, and I shail 
inquire of the Executive then, when they come back with that reply, 


*“Why did you not put your signature to that bill passed in 1887? 


Why did you not, when the legislative department of the Government 
said they would protect the honest labor of the country against convict 
competition, say that you agreed with us?” When the Commissioner 


of Indian Affairs sets up his defense, that it was the positive enactment | 
of law that compelled him to make this purchase, that is the answer I | 


propose to make to him. 

Mr. BATE. There is no objection to the inquiry on the part of 
either the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, or the parties to the contract. I join with the Senator in asking 
for the investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the objection interposed by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], the resolution lies over 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdrew the objection to enable the Senator 
from Colorado to make his remarks. 

Mr. President, this resolution recites that: 


It is reported that the Secretary of the Interior has purchased a large num- 
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Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President, if the Senator me to 
say a word. I have not any idea that there w be any t 
tuken before the election it has nothing to do with t ‘ ! 
The committee will probably not touch the question until the next 
session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why introduce it | now? W not 
wait until next session? No, Mr. President, this is purely political; 
and as such I meet it 

I say that if the Senator wants information from the pro} Depart 
ment in regard to this, a resolution of inquiry addressed to t De 
partment will be answered, and that is Ik vate 

Mr. TELLER. lhe Senator will allow me to say that I do not need 
any. I assert here thatthey have bought these wagons, if that what 
the Senator means. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do you assert that it w done in violation of 
law? Isay that they were compelled to buy them if they followed 
the law. 

Mr. TELLER rhen I want to change the law 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then bring in a bill to change the law Do you 
want a committee to inquire whether the law should be changed or 
not? 

Mr. TELLER. We passed a bill through the Senate and through th 
House, and the President pocketed it. Phat is why the trouble now 
exists But for that pocket veto the bill would have been a law 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was that bill sent to the President 

Mr. TELLER. It passed this body on the 2th day of February, 
1887. I will venture to say one hundred bills that passed later than 
that got his signature. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may | Whenedid it p the House? 
When did it reach the President? 

Mr. TELLER. Itwas a House bill, and went in here to the Pre 
dent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was on the 28th of February, and Congr 
adjourned on the 3dof March. Any honest President who knows wl 
he is doing is compelled when a multitude of bills are passed at 


close of a session to withhold his signature from a few. 


Mr. President, this is the law, and I assert that the distinguished 
Senator from Colorado, when he was Secretary of the Interior, never 
permitted one of his subordinate bureau officers to reject the lowest 
responsible bidder for a proper article when the law required bids to 
be invited. He would not have risked his reputation as an honest man 
and as an honest official before the people of this country by compelling 
one of his subordinate officers to accept a higher bid than was put in 
by another responsible bidder, and he knowsit. These bids were made 
in the same way that they have been and under thesame law tor years 
and years. 

This is only in keeping with what I saw some time ago in the Con 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. My attention was not called to it in the REc- 
ORD, but was called to it by an editorial article in the St. Louis Globe 
Democrat, which, as I now recollect, was almost verbatim the speech 








of a distinguished Republican member of the House of Representa- 
tives, and it was headed ‘‘A brilliant financial exploit,’’? and goes on 
to state: 

In 1887 the Federal Government advertised for bids for 2,000 blank 
Medical Department of the Army. The specifications were plain as to the text 
ure and quality of the fabric, and the weight was to be 4 pounds fhe lowest 
bids were one from an American manufacturer for $2.56 and one from i 
glish maker for $2.25. There was a difference, therefore, of l cents 
tween the bids, the British figures being the price delivered in-this « 
minus theduty. Undersuch circumstance t itural inferer i 
the Government would give the contract to the Ame sn om 
keep in this country the money which they w 1 cost, so that t 
would go to the benefit of domestic labor 

Now, the Senator from Colorado to draw t} ne conclu- 


sion, that the natural inference would be that th ficial would disre- 
gard the lowest bid and give the contract to somebody else. No, Mr. 
President, no honest official could do it My attention was called to 
that charge, and I addressed a letter to the Secretary of War for the 


facts in the case. I have his reply in my hands, and I am very glad 
of the opportunity to read it and spread it upon the record 
WaR Department, Washington Cily, August 7, 1888, 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the re ipt of your lett f the ! 
instant, inclosing a clipping from the St. Louis Globe-Demuocrat rela to the 
purchase of blankets for the Medical Department of the Army, : juesting 







to be furnished with a statement of the facts i 
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In reply, I beg to state that on March 4, 1887, the Medical Department adver- 
tised for proposals for medical and hospital supplies; among the articles were 
2,000 white all-wool twilled blankets, The letter of advertisement (copy here- 
with) informed all bidders that two prices might be given to any proposal for 
any item, one for delivery in bond, the otherfor delivery duty paid. The num- 
ber of blankets purchased was 2,000. The price was $2.252 each. The only pro- 


posals received were from American bidders. 


Not British bidders. 


The lowest bid for a blanket of domestic manufacture, to be made of imported 
wool, was $2.56. The contract was awarded to C. W. Hayes, of Washington, D. 
C,, at $2.252, in bond at the port of New York. 





2,000 blankets, at $2.56, would have Cot .............scssescsccsssesscescesscsseeeseessenss $5, 120 
re NG Te ts Wi iiaatccintiir conesetn thcieincibetnitsanniianannviitinimiuiaaictinagiiabiinies 4,504 
Anpount anved to the GOVOTRROD cecice cesosecsesesintgecrecscstpubecnsébbacetsetese snceter 616 


The blankets supplied by Mr. Hayes were superior in quality and weight to 
any of the samples submitted by the other bidders, and exceeded the standard 
weight of 4 pounds by 2} to 4 ounces each. They were all wool,as reported 
by the Army chemist after examination, while none of the other samples sub- 
mitted exceeded the standard weight; and in the matter of quality some were 
of inferior wool or manufacture and others were not all wool. The principle 
acted upon by the Medical Department has been to buy the best article that could 
be had from the lowest bidder, this being in strict compliance with paragraph 
1534, Army Regulations, which provides that ‘“‘except in the rare cases where 
the United States may elect to exercise its reserved right to reject proposals, 
contracts will be awarded tothe lowest responsible bona fide bidder, who, when 
required, produces a proper article and whose proposal therefor is not unrea- 
sonable in amount,” 


Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator read that sentence again, going 
back to where the Government reserves the right to reject ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will read it again: 

This being in strict compliance with paragraph 1531, Army Regulations, which 
provides that “‘except in the rare cases where the United States may elect to 
exercise its reserved right to reject proposals, contracts will be awarded to the 
lowest responsible bona fide bidder, who, when required, produces a proper ar- 
ticle, and whose proposal therefor is not unreasonable in amount.” 

‘That is always reserved in all proposals for contracts, not that you 
can reject the lowest bid and take the second or third, but you have 
got to reject them all and advertise again. That is what is meant by 
the rejection of proposals. 

Section 2505, Revised Statutes of the United States, provides that articles im- 
ported for the use of the United States shall be admitted duty free if the price of 
the articles did not include the duty. Various articles of foreign manufacture, 
such as quinine, morphine, olive oil, linen sheets, and pillow-cases, as well as 
books, meteorological instruments, plate-glass, and Portland cement, have for 
many years past been pugchased, in bond, from American bidders for use in 
the Medical Department, the Signal Corps, and for river and harbor works. 
Such articles as are enumerated herein were purchased in bond under the ad- 
ministrations of Presidents Grant, Hayes, and Arthur, Unde: the administra- 
tion of President Grant the number of purchases of articles m.:le abroad for the 
Signal Service was largely in excess of those for any corresponding period. 
Under President Hayes’s administration there were forty permits granted for 
free entry for the Signal Service. Under President Arthur’s administration 
there were sixty-one permits, and under the present Administration the num- 
ber has fallen to nineteen. 

The newspaper clipping is returned herewith. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War, 
Hion, F. M. CockREt1, 
United States Senate, 1518 R street, northwest, Washinglon, D. C. 


This was published as a direct charge against this Administration; 
the intention was to make the impression that it was doing something 
that had never been done before, that it was violating the law, that it 
was giving British manufacturers the advantage in our own home 
market over our home manufacturers, and was purchasing British 
goods to the exclusion of American goods. It was published as a de- 
parture from the settled practice. That was the reason the article was 
published as a criticism upon the Administration. Now this record 
shows what? It shows that the officers of the Medical Department 
were only pursuing the policy which has been pursued invariably; that 
the same thing was done under the administration of President Grant 
to a greater extent, under President Hayes toa greater extent, and un- 
der President Arthur to a greater extent, and was in compliance with 
law and with Army regulations, and instead of being a discrimination 
against American manufacturers or American goods, the invitations 
were to American bidders, and Americans bid for furnishing the sup- 

»lies, 
. Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question, now 
that he has got through with that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if he approves of this system of 
doing business, whether it was done under Grantor Arthuror anybody 
else ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir; when the Congress of the United States 
passes a law and requires the executive branches of this Government 
to purchase everything upon invitations or bids for contracts, and 
directs them to be let to the lowest responsible bidder, I say that the 
officer who acts must do as the law prescribes. He has no discretion. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the question I asked the Senator. I 
asked whether he favored and approved the principle of buying of for- 
eigners when we could buy at home? I want to know if he is not in 


favor of so modifyihg the law that the Government shall buy of Amer- 
ican manufacturers and American producers. ; 
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Mr. COCKRELL. My opinions are not in discussion, and it is not 
anybody’s business what they are so far as this point is concerned. I 
say so without wishing to answer the Senator shortly; but it is a ques- 
tion of fact with which my opinions have nothing todo. I have not 
time to give my opinion on that question when I am discussing 
another. Here is the law which has been on the statute-books during 
twenty-odd years of Republican administration. 

Mr. TELLER. Are you in favor of changing it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. You have been in power; you were Secretary of 
the Interior; and where is your recommendation to change the law, 
sir? If you were in favor of it, when did you recommend it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair will pardon me. When did the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Colorado when he was Secretary of the Interior 
send to the Congress of the United States through his chief executive 
officer a recommendation to repeal this law which he and his subordi- 
nates carried out? 

Mr. TELLER. I think if I had done so, the Senator would have re- 
garded it as avery remarkable performance on my part to send in such 
a recommendation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the duty of the Department officers and 
the President to communicate to Congress their views in regard to 
necessary legislation. 

Mr. TELLER. Not at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the Senator, when Secretary of the Interior, 
was derelict if he did not do it. 

Mr. BATE. That is one of the just criticisms to be made, that while 
the Senator was in office seeing all these evils, that he did not recom- 
mend a remedy in his official capacity, and that he has not heretofore 
done it, but waits till the close of the session, and right upon the heels 
of an election, and then makes his suggestions. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I have not recom- 
mended it now. 

Mr. BATE. But the resolution does. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not attacked the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. The Senator says there is no charge of an illegal contract. Of 
course not. I did not intend to make any. I simply say this thing 
has been done, and I want a committee to inquire whether any legisla- 
tion is necessary. We know that the House of Representatives and 
the Senate thought it was, and if the Senator from Missouri is right it 
was necessary, but the President did not approve of that kind of leg- 
islation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly astonished at one thing, that the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado gets up here and frankly admits 
that he has not even given his opinion on this question when he has 
been trying to incite me to give mine. 

Mr. TELLER. Why, Mr. President, I said distinctly what my 
views were. The Senator could not have listened to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may have been in the Senator’s first remarks, 
but not in the last. 

Mr. TELLER. I said distinctly that I was opposed to anything 
of that kind, but if legislation was necessary, as both Houses seem to 
have thought it was at one time, I was in favor of that legislation, 
and I want the committee to report whether it is necessary or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I dislike extremely to be annoyed in the midst 
of my discourse, but I will yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to interrupt the Senator about this very 
matter. Iam gratified myself to hear the letter read from the Secre- 
tary of War. That seems to disclose the fact that the only difference 
between a 5-pound blanket produced in this country and one produced 
abroad, irrespective of duty, is 31 cents per blanket. In Iowa we have 
been taught for a good many years that the duty is added to the price 
of all domestic productions, But it seems from the letterof the Secre- 
tary of War that that is a great mistake, that our domestic producers 
produce blankets within 31 cents for a 5-pound blanket of the cost 
abroad, i iveofduty. Thatis avery gratifying letter to me, and 
I hope the Senator will have it printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope the distinguished Senator from Iowa will 
listen again and refresh his multiplication powers, and he will ascer- 
tain that he is very much mistaken. He must go back to the ele- 
mentary arithmetic. 

Two prices might be given to any proposal for any item, one for delivery in 
bond, the other for delivery duty paid. The number of blankets purchase:| 
was 2,000. The price was $2.252 . The only proposals received were from 
American bidders. The lowest bid fora blanket of domestic manufacture, to 
be made of imported wool, was $2.56. The contract was awarded to C. W. Hayes, 
of Washington, D. C., at $2.252 in bond at the port of New York. 

Duty free. The Government pays no duty. 

Mr, ALLISON. Certainly; that is to say, the price of the dome-' 
blanket is within 31 cents of the price of the foreign blanket. So tli's 
old idea about duties seems to be dissipated by this letter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘Dissipated!’’ Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the point I make. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. If they had been of the same quality 
it would have been a different matter; but here was imported wool upon 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Did the Secretary of War require that thes 
ets should be made from imported wool as a part of the speci 

Mr. COCKRELL. Congress required it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To be made from imported wool? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Congress requires any woolen blanket t 
the right kind of wool in it, by virtue of the very law they passed to 
have the imported wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be glad to have my attention called to 


that law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
addendum there. 
posals for American blankets to be made of imported wool. 
little Japsus of the clerk who wrote that letter and for the purpose otf 
making a point. There is no such thing possible as that the Secretary 
of War, certainly not a Democratic Secretary, would require a domestic 
manufacturer of blankets to bid to furnish only blankets made of im- 
ported wool. That would be an absurdity that I would not suppos¢ 
the Secretary of War would be guilty of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I guess he did not do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That can not be so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The letter speaks for itself. 
exactly what the transaction was, and it shows the meanness and 
desperation of a political party that undertakes to censure the action 
of Democratic officials for what it did for twenty-odd years itself and 


The law imposing duties on imported wool. 
That statement of the Secretary of War is iz 
It is perfectly absurd to suppose that he issued pro 


That is 


1a little 
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The letter shows 
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what was done under its laws; and when it criticises a Democratic offi 
cial in that act,to make the impression that it is the first time in the 
history of the country that such a thing was ever done, there is where 
I say the censure is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not on that point. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iam on that point, and Iam going to grind it in. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam on the other point. 

Mr.COCKRELL. ThatisthepointIamon. Here a distinguished 
Republican member of the House of Representatives gets up on th 
floor and makes that statement to produce the impression that the Dem- 
ocratic party has deviated from the law and from the policies of former 
administrations, and has given preference toa British manufactu: 
over an American manufacturer, and it is in consonance with the h 
pocrisy of the so-called ‘‘ foreign British policy ’’ when applied to « 
revenue policy; it is in keeping with that. 

Mr. President, the statement was made for the express purpose of 
deceiving the people. It was made to create the impression upon the 
people of the United States that this Democratic Secretary of War had 
done a thing that never had been done in the history of this country; 
done a thing which a Republican administration would have scorned 
to do; done a thing which ought to deter the honest American voters 
from voting for it; and it is spread upon the record and sent broadcast 
throughout the country. Now,the facts are what? That the Secre- 
tary of War pursued the law exactly. The facis are that the Repub- 
lican administrations of Grant, of Hayes, and of Arthur, every one of 
them, did the same thing, and did it when the Secretaryship of the 
Interior was held by the distinguished Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. We did not buy any blankets from Great Britain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
under the administration of Arthur, of which the Senator was a mem- 
ber. There were sixty-one permits then—more than under any other 
administration. 

Mr. TELLER. For blankets? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To buy articles of foreign manufacture for the 
Signal Service and other services, and it makes no difference whether 
they were blankets or not. 

Mr. TELLER. Olive-oil, and instruments not made in this country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all; nothing of that kind. They were 
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They were bought precisely in the same way | 
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think he will not furnish a good article, or that he will not fur 
according to the contract. ‘There is a list in every Departm 
Government of what are called ‘‘ failing bidder ) are } l 
from bidding; that is tosay, the Departments, when they « 

bids, throw them out. ; 

The Senator has 1 a verv of the 
Secretary of War, which glad he has submitted 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the before reading t ! » yield 
to me a moment to see if I understand t rtter of the purchase of 
foreign blankets 

The PRESIDENT pro temp Does the Senat 'r fre Cc lo 

ield ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is asserted here that there is a law which requires 
supplies for the Army and other Departments to be purchased by ad- 
vertisement and that the contract must be let to the lowest der. I 
can not believe that there is any law which requires the acceptance of 

| the lowest bid from a foreign r of goods delivered in bond if the } 
of the goods delivered in bond is less than the price of the home mar 
| factured article. Take thisinstance. I understand that the bl t 


precisely the articles manufactured here, and now the Senator comes | 


in when he knows his resolution can not pass—— 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not see why it should not. The Senator may 
possibly know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
not propose that you shall have any smelling committees to put forth 
just what they please before the election. 
retary for any information in regard to this matter, and he wil! give 
itto you. Iam speaking plainly now. 
the matter. That is all of it. We have no objection to the investiga- 
tion, none in the world, but you can not make it now. You can not 
have your committee sitting here between now and the election to put 
out any kind of report it chooses. You can call on theSecretary of the 
Interior for information, and he will furnish it immediately ; but I will 
not consent to this kind of a process. It is not fair ‘nor honest nor 
just. : 

This is an attempt to censure the Secretary of the Interior and the 
administration of the Indian Office, for what? For precisely, what has 
been done, and for precisely what the law requires and what was done 


Simply because I say to you frankly that I do | 


You can call upon the Sec- | 


There is no deception about 


1 





| which were furnished were 5-pound blankets. The price of the foreign 
| article delivered in bond was $2.25. The lowest bid for blankets of 
| American manufacture, as I understand, was $2.56; but we are told 
that the duty upon 5-pound blankets would be 12 cents a pound ¢ ) 
| cents, with an addition of 35 per cent. ad valorem, which ild make 
a total duty of $1.37, which, added to $2.25, would make the l 
| cost of the English blanket $3.62, as against the cost of a blanket « 
| American manufacture $2.56, or a difference of $1.06, or a litt r 
| a dollar’s difference in the price of the 5-pound blan| 
If there is a law that requires the acceptance of a ! on 
article delivered in bond without pay t of « to it 
is less than the price of the domest cle, I lad to 
learn it. I can not believe there is any such lawine I shall 
be glad to be informed on a subject of which I am ignorant, and I shal 
} sorry to learn that we have ha law on tl tatute-book by w l 
an executive officer would be authorized to purchase blankets and to 
actually pay—because it amounts to that—a dollar apiece mot ; 
foreign than for the don arti If I understand this 1 er, 
that is this exact case, bec: if the blankets had | i the duty « y 
blanket w Id I 1id to the Gover ent 51.37, to be id t ie 
price. 
Mr. TELLER The Senator froma Mis i. as I said a hile 
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ago, regards himself as justified and the Administration as justified for | 
any hing it does if he can find that it has ever been done under a Re- | 
publican administration. The trouble with this Administration and | 


the Democratic party is that they have only adopted our vices. When- 
ever we have been doing things that we ought not to have done they 
follow quickly in our wake to do the same thing, and if anybody criti- 
cises the action they say ‘‘ You did the same thing.’’ When we at- 
tempt to make any reform in these things we shall be met with Dem- 
ocratic opposition upon the theory that it was done under Republican 
administration. That is not the question. The question is whether 
it is right. When I ask the Senator whether he approves it, he says 
it is of no consequence what his opinion is. That is not the question. 
He is justifying the Administration, and says they did right. 

This letter is a remarkable letter, and I agree with the Senator from 
Iowa that it is a valuable addition to the literature of this age on the 
tariff question. It is remarkable in several respects. It is an admis- 
sion thatthe charge made wastrue. Itisremarkable because it attempts 
to justify the transaction on the ground that somebody else had done 
the same thing. And yet it does not say thatany Republican adminis- 
tration ever bought a blanket of this character. Olive oil and some 
other things were bought for the Signal Service, perhaps some instru- 
ments, something, nobody knows what. The Senator says that the 
Department got a superior article at a gain of 31 cents per blanket. 
Vhen the Departments advertise for an article they specify what that 
article shall be. If they want an all-wool article it must be all wool, 
and if a man bid for an all-wool article and did not send the right sam- 
ple, all wool, of course his bid was not accepted. Now let us see what 
this says: 

In reply I beg to state that on March 4, 1887, the Medical Department adver- 
tised for proposals for medical and hospital supplies. Among the articles were 
two thousand white all-wool twilled blankets. The letter of advertisement 
(copy herewith)- 


I wish the Senator, if he has that letter, would produce that— 


informed all bidders that two prices might be given to any proposal for any 
item, one for delivery in bond, the other for delivery duty paid. The number 
of blankets purchased was two thousand. The price was $2,252 each. The 
only proposals received were from American bidders. 

The Senator emphasized that. He thinks he has escaped the charge 
that we are buying foreign products because an American go-between, 
a middle-man, was making a profit, was bringing these blankets in and 
selling them to the Government, an American importer, who of course 
in the nature of things agrees with the Senator from Missouri in his 
views of the political economy of the country which would justify the 
buying of everything from abroad and making nothing athome. That 
has nothing to do with it. The question is not who sold them to the 
Government, but who made them? Were they of American or of for- 
eign manufacture? It is admitted here that they were foreign blan- 
kets, J 

—_ lowest bid for a blanket of domestic manufacture, to be made of imported 
wool, was $2.56. 

Other American manufacturers might have bid and not suggested in 
their bid that the blanket was to be of imported wool. This foreign 
Administration could not get along unless they had imported blankets 
or blankets made of imported wool. The good old-fashioned wool of 
American sheep would not do. The Senator undertook to say that we 
conld not make any blankets out of American wool, and that if they 
were suitable blankets they had to be made of imported wool. Does 
not the Senator know that we have produced the finest blankets ever 
made in the world on the American continent? There has been no 
blanket made under the light of the sun that is superior to blankets 
which have been made on the American continent, and I think they 
were made of .\merican wool. Does not the Senator know that there 
has been no finer wool raised anywhere than we have raised in this 
country? The high-bred sheepof this country have sold for more money 
in America than any other place inthe world. If the Senator does not 
know it, he ought to look up the sheep industry and he would find it 
out, 

Evidently the Senator has a copy of the advertisement. If he will 
prodace it, we shal] find out whether this was a call for blankets made 
of imported wool or not. I do not know, I can hardly believe that we 
have reached that state of affairs where the Secretary of War would ad- 
verlise for blankets that must be made of imported wool. I know that 
they have gone very far in those things, but that is going further than 
] think any Secretary of War would ever do, or anybody else. I do not 
think the Senator from Missouri would justify that. 


The contract was awarded to C. W. Hayes, of Washington, D, C., at $2.252 in 
bond at the port of New York. 


2,000 blankets at $2.56 would have COSb..........ccccsssssseseeseesereseesenessneens sniesaatenta $5, 120 
2D blankets af GR.IGR...,..0icer0srsmcsecssbcoiinuenshansesensepanereiealaaeapanienaned me Gee 
Amount saved to the Government,........ccsccssseeecsenescssessnsersesserseserees 616 


Tam glad of the correction. It has gone all over the country that 
the amount was $16 less—$600 instead of $616. 


The blankets supplied by Mr. Hayes were superior in quality and weight to 
any of the samples submitted by the other bidders— 
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Of course they were. They were made of imported wool, and made 
abroad, and of course they were better because they were made abroad. 
I know a great many gentlemen who would not buy an article of 
; American manufacture for their clothes, They think if they are not 
made in Great Britain they are not good, and half the time they are 
wearing American cloth under the supposition that they are wearing 
English goods. Not long ago a gentleman in New York wanted to fit 
his house with carpets, and he went up to one of the distinguished car- 
pet manufacturers of the country and looked over his stock, and said 
that there was nothing there at all that would suit him, that he must 
have an English carpet. Then he went to another establishment where 
he purchased what he supposed to be an English carpet, but it was 
really an American carpet, and he was entirely content to pay 50 per 
cent. more for what he supposed was an English carpet. ‘There is a 
good deal of that sort of feeling in this country, but I did not know 
that it had got into the War Department to the extent that it seems 
to have got there by this letter. But let me read on— 


and exceeded the standard weight of 4 pounds by 2} to 4 ounces each. 


There was a fraud on every American bidder. What right had they 
to give any preference because the blanket weighed more? They said: 
‘* Bring us a blanket of this kind.’’ If they wanted 4 ounces more, or 
half a pound more, it was their place to ask for it. The American hid- 
der had a right to suppose that he was to bid for the blankets they had 
advertised for, and no others. However, we have not got the blankets, 
and, seeing this thing through British eyes, it may be that the quality 
and the weight are both superior because of the origin of the blankets. 

They were all wool, as reported by the army chemist after examination, 
while none of the other samples submitted exceeded the standard weight. 

Of course not. Why should they? Naturally they would not, and 
naturally men would bid for the quality of blankets that were de- 
scribed in the advertisement calling for bids. If the Department 
wanted a 4-pound blanket men would bid for a 4-pound blanket. If 
they wanted a 2}-pound blanket they would bid fora 24-pound blanket. 

And in the matter of quality some were of inferior wool or manufacture and 
others were not all wool. 

If they were not all wool they did not come within the provisions 
of the advertisement, and of course they would be rejected. 

The principle acted upon by the Medical Department has been to buy the 
best article that could be had from the lowest bidder, this being in strict com- 
pliance with paragraph 1534, Army Regulations, which provides that ‘except 
in rare cases where the United States may elect to exercise its reserved right to 
reject proposals.”’ 

So that they do reject proposals. The Senator says—and I know he 
has the power to do it—that this resolution shall not pass, that there 
shall be no smelling committee, there shall be nosecrets of this Admin- 
istration exposed on the eve of the election which might exhibit the 
fraudulent pretenses of the Senator’s political associates when they say 
that they are in favor of the protection of American labor, and that 
their system of economy will not injure American labor. It is pos- 
sible that an examination might disclose something. 'TheSenator says 
it will be harmless after election; we must wait until after election. 
If the Senator’s theory is correct, that there is a statute which makes 
it imperative on the Administration thus to buy the product of con- 
vict labor, then the greater guilt rests upon him who pocketed a bill 
that we had with entire unanimity to prevent that very thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The con- 
sideration of the resolution is objected to by the Senator from Mis 
souri, and it goes over under the rule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following joint reso- 
lutions, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) authorizing the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on the 
annual rolls their respective salaries for the month of October on the 
20th day of said month; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 232) making appropriations to enable the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay to session employé¢s of the Senate and House for the full month of 
October. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7843) granting to 
Citrous Water Company right of way across Papago Indian reserva- 
tion in Maricopa County, Arizona; agreed to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Hupp, Mr. PEEL, and Mr. NELSON the managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in the report of his speech: made 


day before yesterday, the Senator from Missouri (Mr. CocKrELhs] in- 
corporated a letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in 
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which the Commissioner said he inclosed a letter which had been 
addressed to Hon. JAMES B. Beck, on the subject of methylation ot 











spirits. The inclosure was not printed with the Commissioner’s letter, 
and I should be very glad, if the Senator hasa copy of it, if he will 
it inserted. 

Mr. COCKREL! I have itat my room. I have not got 
I will bring it in the morning. There were five or six inclosures ¥ h 
I never read in full. and. as the Senator wi!l remember, I had finished 
my speech before I discovered that I had not read this letter, and 
simply handed it in. The others I will have here in the morning I 
forgot t ) give to the Reporter the other letters. There were quite a 
number of them. I will bring them and have them put in th ‘ ) 
in the morning. I do not remember what he says about tt 
spoken of, but there were, I think, three or four other commun 
tions. I will let the Senator see them in the morning just as tl 
were printed. I regret that I did not think of it. 1lsee I hav 
got them here I remember now that there we 0 ot 
them. 

I move that we take a recess for fifteen minutes. There m be 
some communications from the President, and I should like to have 
short recess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Make it half an hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thirty minutes, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 


that the Senate take a recess for thirty minutes. 


thirty minutes. At the expiration of the recess the Senate reassembled, 
at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. 
REPORT OF 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to take this occasion, if there is noth- 
ing pressing before the Senate, to call attention to two or three mat 
ters for the convenience of the Senate and to ask the consideration ot 
several House resolutions in regard to printing 

Mr. ALDRICH. Arethey resolutions reported from the Committee 
on Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say tothe Senator from Rhode Island that 
these are not reports from the committee. They areresolutions which 
have been handed to me by the clerk of the Committee on Printing. 
I ask the Senate to consider the concurrent resolution of the House of 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 
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of Representatives, and X00) copies for the use of the Department of Agricult- 
re, the illustrations for the same to be executed under the supervision « e 
lic Printer, in accordance with directions of the Joint Committee i nt- 
g, said! Sstrations to be s« ect to t! ipl val of the ¢ nmiss ¢ \g- 
riculture i the copy forthe strat P said re t shall be placed the 
is Pu Pr ate t th day « Decer , 1888, and 
the py { e text t 'ater than is tay tt rua LS 
Mr. ALLISON. I beKeve the division as between the ( il¢ and 
the House of Representatives is the usual division Che House are to 
receive 300.000 copies and the Ne ate 70,000 copies and 30.000 pies 
will be for the use of the Department of Agriculture. I ask tl 
itor from Missouri if that is not the usual division 
Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to make an inquiry in regard to th 
matter. We have a rule as to documents which I think we have prett 
well established, that the Senate shall have in the proportion of ne 
third and the House two-thirds, but, as I understand, it has been the 
rule of the Committee on Printing, and also a rule acqui ] e 
Senate for some years, to let the House members have . 
| tion of the Agricultural Report than of the other do in- 
derstand from the clerk of the Committee on Printing that this is the 


i number of copies. 


. . . | additional copies that the Senate and House would get more woul be 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate thereupon took a recess for | 


Representatives for printing the report of the Director of the Mint on | 
the production of the precious metals of the United States for thé 
year 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be'no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Printing will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the resolution. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the rer 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the 


United States for the year 1887 be printed, and that 9,000 extra copies be printed 
4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the 
of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of the Director of the Mint 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution just read. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 
Mr. ALLISON. The estimate of the cost of this printing is $2,484. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Committee on Printing be discharged 
from the further consideraticn of the concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives to print copies of the first and second annual reports 
of the Commissioner of Labor, with a view to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Printing wil] be 
discharged from the further consideration of the resolution, if there be 
no objection. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 copies each, in cloth binding, of the first and second annual re- 
ports of the Commissioner of Labor for the use of the Department of Labor. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Committee on Printing be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 229) to 
print the Agricultural Report for 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Printing will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. ; 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 229) to print the 
Agricultural Report for 1883, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 400,000 copies of the annual report of the 


Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1888: 70,000 copies for the use of the 
members of the Senate, 300,000 copies for the use of the members of the House 


1888, 


usual ratio. If it is, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that gives us the usual ratio of about eight 
hundred that we have had, or something in that neighborhood; batit 
has always seemed to me that it was folly to go to the great 
of publishing a large book like this and then limiting us to so small a 
When the book is once published the few thousand 


expense 


a mere nothing. I have never been able to get enough copies of the 
Agricultural Reports to meet the demand in my State, which is not 
considered an agricultural State. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it might be well to allow the joint resol 
1 to pass. This volume will not be printed until after we convene 
again, and if we desire additional copies they can be ordered then. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire, of course, to interfere with the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution, but it seems to me that we ought to take 
steps to give the people more of these volumes. I get 800 copies and 
attempt with my colleague to go through the farmers in the State, and 
we can not doit. One man gets acopy and another man does not get 
There should be enough of these volumes to give every farmer who 
wouid make practical use of ita copy. Thereshould be no distinction 
in giving a few men here and a few men there, but there should be a 

al distribution, and the additional cost would be merely nominal! 
have felt myself, from time to time, compelled to buy copies, as I 
now others have done when they could be bought at second-hand 
Mr. PADDOCK. I ask that the joint resolution be again read 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator f1 
Nebraska the joint resolution will be again read. 

he joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from lowa 
if this is the usual number that has been allowed in times past? 

Mr.ALLISON. Thisisthe usual number, I believe. [am not quite 
sure as to the exact proportion, but the clerk of the Committee on Print- 
ing states that it is about the proportion usually given as between the 
two Houses. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the joint resolution does not give the usual 
number, I should like to have it amended so as to print at all events as 
many copies as it has been the custom of Congress to print. In fact, I 
think the number ought to be increased. I indorse fully all that the 
Senator from Colorado has said in respect to making the aggregate num- 
ber of these reports larger. I myself have been compelled to make 
purchases largely during the past session of these reports in order to 
supply the demand of my constituents, who are almost exclusively an 
agricultural people. I think if the number named in the joint resolu 
tion were even doubled we should then need more. 

Mr. TELLER. It will give about 900 copies apiece. That would 
give to the State of Colorado a little over 2,700 copies, which is totaily 
inadequate if you attempt at all to supply the | the 
country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rather agree with the Senator from Iowa that 
we had better pass this joint resolution. It will be a short time until 
the meeting of the next session, and then we can pass a resolution fi 
the printing of additional copies. Mvy impression is that this is al 
the number that we have printed for the last three or four years. 

Mr. REAGAN. Each Senator was given about 800 copies last year, 
and this gives 900 copies. 

Mr. PADDOCK. m- 
mittee that this is the usual number, and I withdraw the objection, 
hoping that hereafter Congress will make provision to increase that 
number. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that next 
winter a resolution can be introduced to print additional copies. This 
volume will not be printed until after the convening of Congress in De- 
cem ber. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
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October 9, authorizing the appointment of a joint committee to inves- 
tigate work upon the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, the President pro 
tempore designates as members on the part of the Senate the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps], the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Dawes], and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate providing for the adjournment of the two 
Houses of Congress without day on the 20th instant. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 11599) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
rent a suitable building in the city of Washington to be used as a mail- 
bag repair-shop, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, among the criticisms which have 
been made upon the bill reported from the Finance Committee, there 
are two which, on account of the source from which they emanate, 
rather than their gross inaccuracy, seem to the committee to be worthy 
of attention. 

The first of these is what purports to be an official statement and 
estimate of the effect of the Senate substitute, made by the Bureau of 
Statistics of the Treasury Department and signed by the Chief of that 
bureau. This table was submitted to the Senate by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], now absent, and is found on printed pages 10448 
and 10449 of the Recorp. It purports to show in detail what the ef- 
fect of the Senate bill would be upon importations under the different 
tariff schedules, and the different items in the schedules, if that bill 
should become a law. This official statement further illustrates the 
absurdity of attempting to prove by elaborate statements of average ad 
valorem rates and percentages the character or effects of a tariff bill. 

For instance, the promoters of the House bill claim great credit for 
having put sawed lumber and other articles in the lumber schedule 
upon the free-list. Yet it appears from an oxamination of this state- 
ment of the Bureauof Statistics that the average rate of duty imposed 
by the House bill upon articles in the lumber schedule (Schedule D) 
is 29.32 per cent., while the average rate imposed by the Senate sub- 
stitute is 18.88 percent. Inother words, the House bill levies an average 
ad valorem duty on lumber according to this table greater by 55 per 
cent. than the Senate substitute, and yet a large proportion of the arti- 
cles in that schedule are placed on the free-list by the House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idid not catch the Senator's statement about the 
first item, if it will not interrupt him to say so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said that the House bill, according to this state- 
ment, imposes an average rate of duty upon all articles in the lumber 
schedule of 29,32 per cent., while the Senate bill imposes but 18.88 per 
cent., and therefore, to follow the reasoning adopted by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] in relation to the remaining portion of the 
table, the House bill imposes 55 per cent. higher rates upon lumber 
than the Senate bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Asa matter of course this statement of the Treasury 
Department is an entire mistake as to that item? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis nota mistake. The figures are accurate, I 
think. I have had the figures compared, but I think they are accu- 
rate. I only mention it to show the utter worthlessness and absurdity 
of attempting to show the character either of this bill or the House bill 
by a system of ad valorem rates and percentages. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to say,ifa man were to pick up this table 
and look at it and consider it a verification he would say that the House 
bill levies a duty on lumber 55 per cent. higher than the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; 55 per cent., and he would have this official 
statement of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department to 

rove it. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the stump. 

Mr. FRYE. What I meant to say was that it is an entire mistake. 
The House bill has not increased the duty, nor has the Senate bill in- 
creased it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The deductions which the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber seek tomake from this table would lead to a great 
mistake in this case, although the statement itself is not incorrect. 

The Senator from Missouri in submitting this table to the Senate 
stated that it disclosed the fact that the Senate bill had very greatly 
increased the duty upon certain necessaries of life. Among these he 
cited woolen and cotton cloths, the rates upon which he claimed were 
largely increased. 

_ The fact is, as was stated by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
in his opening speech upon the bill, that the rates of duty imposed upon 
the lower grades of woolen cloths and cotton cloths are not increased 
by the Senate bill. Upon all the lower grades of woolen cloths the 
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rates fixed by the bill are 35 cents a pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
which is exactly the same rate as that imposed on the same class by 
existing law. 

On the other hand upon all thegradesor classes of cotton cloths which 
could by any possibility be called necessaries of life—those which are 
used by the great masses of our people—the bill instead of increasing 
the rates of duties decreasesthem. Yetthisoflicial statement is brought 
here for the purpose of trying to prove to the people of this country that 
we have largely increased the duties upon all cotton and woolen cloths. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I askif the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] did 
not state in his opening address on the subject of the Senate bill that 
it did increase the duty on woolens to some extent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; on the higher grades of woolens, and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa also made the same statement. It is also truc that upon 
the higher grades of cotton cloths and of fine cotton yarns the bill in- 
creases the rates. There never has been any attempt at concealment 
on the part of the committee of the fact that it proposes an increase of 
rates on these goods, and in every othercase where an American indus- 
try required additional protection, or where the working people en- 
gaged in any pursuit were suffering from inadequate rates. That has 
been the avowed purpose of the framers and promoters of this bill. 

The criticism which Senators make is not that these duties are 
greater than different industries require, but they content themselves 
with the general statement that we have largely increased the duties 
upon the necessaries of life. 

This statement is misleading and inaccurate in its general features 
and in its details. Iam not surprised that partisan newspapers or 
members of Congress should assail the Senate bill and misrepresent its 
provisions; but lam surprised that the Bureau of Statistics, which, 
above everything, should be fair and non-partisan, and to whom we 
have always looked for mathematical accuracy, should put forth an 
official paper which is not only grossly inaccurate in its mathematics, 
but is entirely unfair and misleading in the application of the informa- 
tion in its possession in a matter of great public importance. 

The first item in the table before me to which I shall call the atten- 
tion of the Senate is woolen cloths. The rate fixed by existing law 
upon woolen cloths is upon all cloths below 80 cents a pound 35 cents 
a pound and 35-per cent. ad valorem, and upon all cloths exceeding 
80 cents a pound in value 35 cents a pound and 40 per cent, ad va- 
lorem. ‘The rates fixed by the Senate substitute are upon woolen 
cloths valued at below 40 cents a pound 35 cents a pound and 35 per 
cent. ad valorem, the same it will be borne in mind as upon the lower 
class under existing law; on those valued between 40 and 60 cents a 
pound 35 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem, and exceeding 
60 cents a pound 40 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

It will be observed that in order to make an accurate comparison be- 
tween results to be effected by the rates fixed by the Senate sub. 
stitute and existing law, based upon the importations of 1887, it would 
be necessary to ascertain how many pounds of woolen cloths valued at 
below 40 cents a pound were imported in 1887 and what amount of 
duty was collected upon them. This would also be true of the grade 
between 40 and 60 and above 60. 

When the statement which I now have under consideration was first 
brought to my attention in the columns of a Democratic newspaper 
several days before it was submitted to the Senate, I immediately ad- 
dressed a note to the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics and asked him 
to furnish me the data upon which this estimated effect of the Senate 
substitute upon woolen cloths was based. Late on Monday night I 
received by special messenger a statement from him, in which he says 
that as all the woolen cloths imported valued at less than 80 cents per 
pound averaged 63.8 cents per pound in value, therefore he had con- 
cluded that all woolen cloths were valued above 60 cents a pound, and 
had computed them all at the highest rate of duty assessed by the 
Senate bill. 

Some Senator upon the other side may ask, are there any woolen 
cloths imported that are valued below 60 cents a pound? I will an- 
swer this by reading from a statement made by the Commissioner of 
Labor in his first annual report to Congress, which I venture to say has 
appeared and reappeared in many scores of Democratic speeches in this 
body and in the other branch, as to the effect of a tariff upon woolen 
goods. In this statement he details twenty-eight different grades of 
woolen cloths, valued at less than 80 cents per pound, to illustrate the 
effect of the act of 1883. Of these twenty-eight, twenty-seven are be- 
low 60 cents a pound, thirteen are below 40 cents a pound, fourteen 
between 40 and 60 cents, and one from 60 to 80 cents. 

This table, I say, has been in constant use in both Houses to illus- 
trate the effect of the act of 1883, and it is certainly fair to assume that 
a considerable proportion of the goods imported in 1887 which were 
valued at less than 80 cents a pound were invoiced at less than 60 cents 
per pound. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, instead of saying 
frankly to the Senator from Missouri and the Senate I have no data— 
as he had none and could have had none—upon which to base an es- 
timate of the effect of the Senate bill upon woolen cloths, computes 
all importation at the highest rate of duty and forwards this inaccurate 
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statement without an explanation, to be made the basis of the charge | There is ich reason t 
that we have largely increased the duty on woolen cloths. rh 

This is also true as to rates on woolen shawls, which are included in I sl not stop to 
the same clause in the present law and in the Senate substitute. Ina | sive upon this poi 
speech recently made in Wall street, in the city of New York, t Under existing law 1887 
Speaker of the House of Representatives was reported by the New } e large , 
World of the next day to have said: tory S| duty, 1 é | i : 

The tariff taxes upon the cheaper grades of shawls and woolen cloths é made 
creased to more than 100 per cent., and the duties on knit goods, the underwear | mate that it takes 1 
of the people, by a change of classification, are increased to more tha : 
cent. I know these may seem to be extravagant figures, but I am 1 I ms U " 
substantiate the truth of every one of them. pound, w > the dut } 

I do not mean to impeach the intelligence of the Speaker of the | cents a pound as I ] 

louse of Representatives, but if he had read the Senate substitut his is a direct 
all or had any knowledge of its provisions he would have known that | the country, and it 1 ris 
it not only does not increase the duty on the lower grades of wo ! 1ould call the attentio f { 
cloths and woolen shawls to 100 per cent., but that it does not incr ’ ind I 
these rates at all; that they remain in the Senate bill word for wi L « rd y 
letter for letter as in the existing law. charge 

Let us also examine for a moment Mr. CARLISLE’s statement in re- | of y Saying tl 
gard to knit goods, which he says are increased by the Senate substi- | for servation of imp M 
tute to 250 per cent., and compare his figures with those which are | sa . have inere 1 tl 3 i 
furnished by the Bureau of Statistics. According to the report of the | 100 per cent. by this provision of the bill. 
bureau the duty on knit goods in 1887 was 62.80 per cent., and by the Che Committee on Finance in the Sena titut 
Senate bill it would be 71.90 per cent. ton cloths into five clas t } C 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator on now? class includes cloths contai ¢ not exceeding 50 thre 3 to the square 

Mr. ALDRICH. On knit goods. I amshowing that by this Bureau | inch, the second containing above 50a é edin 
of Statistics table which I have before me the duty under the present | above 100 and not exceeding 159, tl rth above 150 and exceed- 
law is 62.80 per cent., while under the Senate substitute it would be | ing 200, and the fifth exceeding 200. 
71.90 per cent., instead of 250 per cent., as stated by the Speaker of Upon the first andsecond classes the committee re 
the House of Representatives. tion of one-half cent per yard upon those goods upon w 

Before leaving Mr. CARLISLE’s speech, I should say that by the Bu- | duty is levied, and on those upon which an ad valorem $a 
reau of Statistics table the duty on woolen shawls in 1887, under the | a reduction from 40 to 35 per cent. ad va 
existing law, was 63.50 per cent., while their estimate of duty under On the third class, between 100 and 150 threads to th re in 


the Senate substitute would be 68.27 per cent. This same Bureau of | the duties remain the same in the Senate substitute as in 
Statistics, by another table, shows that the duty on woolen shawls in | In the higher classes, the fourth and fifth, we have 
1887 was 88.44 per cent., and 65.41 per cent. as against an estimated | upon those which bore a specific rate half a cent a yard, and we have 
duty under Senate bill of 68.27 per cent. ; so that instead of increasing | increased the ad valorem rate from 40 to 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
the duty according to Mr. CARLISLE to the extent of 100 per cent. It will be observed that under the existing law all cotton cloths not 
upon the lower grades of woolen shawls the evidence of the Bureau of | exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch and above a certain 
Statistics, whatever it may now be worth, shows that we have reduced | limit in value pay an ad valorem rate of 40 percent. The committee 
the duty from 88.44 per cent. to 68.27 per cent. propose that two-fifths of these shall pay 35 per cent., one-fifth 40 per 
This bureau table estimates that the Senate bill increases the rate of | cent., and one-fifth 45 per cent. By the statement under considera 
duty on yarns 64.71 per cent. above existing rates. By another table, | tion all classes are computed at 45 per cent. 
prepared by the Treasury Department, which was submitted to the Sen- The cotton cloths, between one hundred and two hundred threads 
ate on yesterday by the same Senator from Missouri who submitted the | to the square inch, upon which a specific rate is now levied, pay a 
statement now under consideration, and which was intended to show | duty respectively of 3, 4, and 5 cents a square yard. Under the Sen- 
the effect of the Senate bill upon all wool and woolens, the rate of duty | ate substitute one half of these, say from one hundred to one | 
on woolen and worsted yarns was stated at 102.38 per cent., while the | and fifty threads, pay the same rate. The other half, trom one hun 
table which I have before me estimates that the duty would be 113.83 | dred and fifty to two hundred, pay an additional half cent a yard. 
per cent. The second table shows that the amount of duty collected | In this Treasury estimate they are all computed at the highest rat 
under the Senate bill would be $1,789,000, while the first tableshows | The allowance is made for the reductions in duties which are effected, 
$1,989, 000. but additions are always made in case of an increas The effect of 
Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see where the Senator gets his figures. | the table, therefore, if it had any, would be to convince the people of 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will turn to page | this country that we had increased the duty upon all cotton cloths, 
10500 of the Recorp he will find under the first classification of | while we have reduced the duty upon the two lower grades, left it with- 





yarns-—— | out change upon one, and increased it only on the two higher grades. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator just bear with me a moment?| I have already stated that the goods upon which we have made tle 
Iam at it. | reductions in duty are the goods large 


ly in use by all classes of our pe ‘)- 
Mr. ALDRICH. He will find in the second tabie submitted by his | ple, while the classes upon which we have made an increase are d 








colleague to the Senate as tothe effect of the Senate substitute, that | scribed in a report of the Treasury Department as ‘‘articles of cotton 
there would be collected upon the yarns $1,789,236; and if he looks at | which are so elaborately manufactured as to become more articles ot 
the first table submitted by him he will find that the amount is given | luxury than many articles of silk which are classedas luxuries.’’ Th 
one million nine hundred and some odd thousand dollars, or a difference | are goods bought largely by the wealthier classes of our people. They 
of $200,000 between the two statements. Then if he will look at the | are a class of goods of which the importation i mstantly increasing, 
amount which it is estimated would be collected from dress goods in | and owing to the large percentage of labor employed in their produ 
the second statement, on page 10501, he will find the estimate to be | tion the present rate of duty is inadequate 
$13,893,028.20, while under the first table the estimate is $13, 419,025.95, The Senator from Missouri, following in the footsteps of other Sen- 
or a difference of $474,000 in the single item between these statements | ators, took cccasion to say that these high rates on cotton goods 
submitted on successive days by the Senator from Missouri. for the benefit of New England manufacture 

I understood the Senator when he presented these tables to say that Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senator would 
they both came from the Treasury Department, and I infer that they | ferring to my colleague, who is now absent. 
were both prepared at the Bureau of Statistics. Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, I am referring to the ior Se 

It is true, as was stated by both the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suer- | Missouri [Mr. Vest], who is not now in the Senate, I 
MAN] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], that upon the higher If I had the time, I should like to make a comparison b 
grades of woolen goods and upon worsted goods of all kinds we have | rates of duty fixed upon these fine cotton cloths and rates fixed 
proposed an increase of rates by the Senate bill. The committee had | the Senate bill upon some crude products of M ) 
three reasons for making such an inesease. The first was the ina:e- I would even like tocompare them with t ut the H 
quate duties which were imposed in 1883 upon many classes of woolen | bill upon lead, lead ore, zinc, plate-glass, and half a dozen of the | 
and worsted goods. That is evidenced, asthe committee show in their | ing products of Missouri. The House bill, for i levies 152 
report, by the large and rapidly increasing importations from year to | cent. upon plate-glass, while the highest rate of duty fixed by thish 
year of woolen and worsted manufactures. upon cotton goods is 45 per cent 

The second was the anomalous duties which, under the decision of | I will put into the Recorp as part of my remarks a state 
the Treasury Department, are now levied upon worsted goods. The | ing the great reduction which has taken place in the rates upon cott 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his Jast annual report, calls the attention | cloths by the act of 1383 and those proposed by the S t 


of Congress to this inequality, and says: | and I will say supplementary to it that there is 1 one schedule in 
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the whole tariff where the rates have been so greatly reduced by re- 

cent legislation as in the schedule of cotton cloths. 

Table showing the daties prior to 1833, the reductions made in 1883, and 
the changes in the collon schedule proposed by the Senate substitute to 
House bill (H. BR. 9051), 1288. 


Reductions Changes proposed 
madein by the Senate sub- 


1883. } stitute, 188s. 


} 
Duties prior to 1983, | 
| 





















| c 
Pa 
ig Ps | 3 
| so | ee |o 
| | tee Soh ham 
i£igig . i$ 
; | @ 3 | © ° 
(aia ref = | & 
Not exceeding 59 | | 
threads to sq. in.: | Cents, P. et. \Cents.| P. ct. | P. ct. 
Brown.. cl OO aii ae erties 2 55; 2 20 | 
Bleached --| 5§ to 6} cts......... hi = 3s | 2} 2} | 28 70 
Printed, ete.....| 5) to 6} ets., and 10 per | 4) | 30; 4 ll | 641 
cent, | | | | 
B0to 100 threads: | | | | 
POW con rereccovnel PO EME rcccn rrvveenuccenid: aT aL ae | 10 65 
Bleached ......... | Sb to Gb cts ........................ Bk} 42 | 3 14 56 
Printed, etc..... | 5) to 6} ets. and 10 per | 4 20 4 ll 41 
cent. | | 
100 to 150 threads: | | | 
SOO Do vocsceconnech AP ae O Oecdasbursntinensdadsebontail | 83 46 | No change. | 46 
Bleached.........| 5b to Gb Cts...........00c0eecerees =. | eee 33 
Printed, ete.....| 5) cts.and 20 per cent.to | 5 OO I ae 29 
6} cts. and 15 per cent, | | . 
Advance 
150 to 200 threads: | per cent, | 
IIIER, nccannncnendl RII dit einstein 3 46; 3} 163 | 29} 
Bleached .........| 5k to Gh cts.................... 4 33| 4) 12} | 20} 
Printed, ete ....| 5} cts. and 20 per cent. to 4 29 5} 10 19 
6} cts. and 15 per cent, 
Over 200 threads: 
a, SS RS De 4 33 4} 12} 20} 
Bleached ......... RE CES | & 23 54 | 10 13 
Printed, ete.....| 5) ets. and 20 per cent. to 6 25 6} | 123; 12} 
7} cts. and 15 per cent. | | 
| | 


Reductions in 6 clauses = 15.6€ per cent. Advances in 6 clauses = 12.36 per 
cent. No changes in 3 clauses. 


I will also put in the RECORD a statement showing the increasing 
importations of fine cotton cloths since 1883. 


Importations of cotton cloth, in yards, under present tariff. 
omens 7 aod eee ot 
| 1883, be- | | | 
lfore pres-| 1834. 1885. 1886. 1887. 


Totals. 
ent tarff. | 


Description, 


BOD Oe. BIO..ccecnee coccsend 34, 600 68,277; 129,241; 776,915) 1,229,612) 2,204,045 
_.. §., eas. 5,040; 69. 174,833, 328,264) 653,403) 1, 850, 802 
Exceeding 200, val- 

ued 10 ©, OF 1eSS.,...|ececsseesseee 
Exceeding 200, val- 

ued over 10 ¢......... seeevecssescess 


100,794) 134,825) 932, 400 


a, 4 56,892} 98,678, 606, 872 
| 180,074| 1,569,813, 735,824) 1,508,700} 2, 276,636) 6,090, 973 





ba eae aE | i ie aa : 

BROWN, 

Not over 100 threads | 
to square inch...... 140, 434 28,7 62,121 245, 835) 160,118} 496, 854 
| 316, 175 














i | 
Notover 100threads,| 9,766,320) 751,524) 1, 081, 269) as 1, 325, 342! 4, 559, 721 
a) ——EEEeEEEEe 151, 976) 6, 835,378) 8,065,116) 6,715, 489) 4, 389, 972 26, 005, 955 
fas, 70, 852) 1,147, 564! 1, 659, 688) 3, 164, 109) 1, 861, 345, 7, 832, 706 
Exceeding 200, val- | i 

ued 12 c. or legs, ...!......000+0+++.| 2,360, 000| 1, 842, 903) 1, 610, 419) 1, 304, 760) 7,118, 082 
Exceeding 200, val- | | } 

DUGE BD Sicorecitscseses canceccenvansnt 1,359, 972) 4, 826, 889, 1, 878, 114) 734, 649) 8,799, 624 


9, 999, 148/12, 454, 438 17, 475, 865 14, 769,717) 9, 616, 068/54, 316, 088 


BLEACHED. | 





























COLORED. } | 


Notover100threads 390,906) 655,622) 1,047, 404) 3,535,616) 1,498,152) 4,731,7 


| es 10,970,270 3,293,516 2,901,359 3,815,872 4,536, 834 14, 547,581 
ER Te 896,152 1,609,828 1,993,647, 4,452,263 6,418, 006 14, 473,744 
Exceeding 200, val- | } | | 

wed 15 c. Or 1ess.....!....c.ccecccees | 1,428,278 1,153,800) 2,418, 308) 2,184,598) 7, 184, 984 


Exceeding 200, val- | | | | | 
WEd OVE 15 Cacccce.teesseenerseeee| 5, 808, 483) 6, 299, 050) 8, 616, 413) 3,502, 375 19, S11, 321 


Total ............../12, 257, 328 12, 880, —_ 395, 260 15, 838, 472 18, — 249, 424 

















The next item referred to in this wonderful table is ‘‘ brown and 
bleached linens, etc.,’’ by which the Bureau of Statistics undertake to 
show that $2,138,412.78 more duty would be assessed under the Senate 
substitate than under the House bill. The chief of the bureau has 
already called my attention toa clerical error in this item of $100,000, 
but this is of slight consequence compared with the error in the classi- 
fication which the statement contains. 
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Under the Senate substitute all brown and bleached linens exceed- 
ing one hundred threads to the square inch are dutiable at the same 
rate as by existing law, namely, 35 per cent. ad valorem, while classes 
counting below one hundred threads to the square inch are dutiable at 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The committee were led to believe by men who are most thoroughly 
acquainted with the manufacture of flax—and upon this point the evi- 
dence was regarded as conclusive—that but a small proportion of the 
brown and bleached linens which are now imported would be ad- 
vanced in rate by the provisions of the Senate bill. Yet the Bureau 
of Statistics, without any data before them whatever, compute all im- 
portations at the highest rate of 40 per cent.; this upon $13,589,000 
in value increases estimated duties over $650,000 in one item alone, 
and all for the purpose of establishing an increase of duties which does 
not exist. 

The next item of necessaries of life which, according to the bu- 
reau table, the Senate bill increases the rate upon is “linen laces and 
embroideries,’’ upon which we have increased rates from 30 to 50 per 
cent. TheSecretary of the Treasury in a communication within a year, 
{ think—the Senator from Iowa reminds me that it was a statement 
made by Secretary Manning—called the attention of Congress to the 
anomalous rate of duties which was fixed upon linen laces and embroid- 
eries, which was 10 per cent. less than the rate fixed upon cotton laces 
and embroideries, and advised Congress to increase the rate. 

The next item is steel in forms not specified. Under the present law 
all steel not specifically enumerated, valued at less than 4 cents a 
pound, pays an ad valorem rate of 45 per cent. By the Senate substi- 
tute we have fixed six different classes of specitic rates, depending 
upon the vaiue of the steel, to take the place of the one ad valorem 
rate of 45 per cent. 

There can not be any evidence in the hands of the Treasury Depart- 
ment or of the Bureau of Statistics to show what number of pounds of 
any of those grades were imported in 1887, or what the effect of the 
Senate substitute would be upon importations, and yet we are con- 
fronted by a statement assumed to be mathematically accurate and 
which states that the Senate bill would increase the duties $873,695.09. 

I think the mathematical character of this bureau table is best ex- 
emplified by the last two items on the list, ‘‘tin-plates’’ and ‘‘ needles,’’ 
which are placed by the House bill upon the free-list. Under the 
head of the excess of duties by the Senate substitute over the House 
bill, showing the percentage of increase of the Senate rates over the 
House rates, we have: 


Duties under the House bill on tin-plate and needles, nothing. 
Percentage of increase by the Senate bill, 100 per cent. 


Why ‘100 per cent.?’? Why is $5,706,000 100 per cent. of nothing? 
Why not say a thousand per cent., or 10,000 per cent.? The average 
rate of increases effected by the Senate substitute would have been much 
larger. Our Democratic friends could then have shown that the rates 
on the necessaries of life had been increased to an indefinite extent. 
Yet the table is presented in the Senate of the United States with the 
stamp of official approval by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. It 
is evident that the mathematical expert of the bureau must have been 
absent when the table was prepared. It bears the impress of the same 
blundering hand that prepared the House bill. 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives in the same speech to 
which I have alluded called attention to the fact that we had increased 
the duty on Havana cigars, and this statement was repeated by the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who is now in his seat. 
He stated that the Senate bill increased the duty upon Havana cigars 
worth $10 per thousand. It isa favorite—I was going to say trick, 
but I think that would be a little too harsh—but it is a favorite device 
of tariff reformers and free-traders to assume some impossible low value 
for imported goods, and to claim that the specific rate imposed would 
be equivalent to some very high ad valorem rate. 

For instance, I noticed recently in a free trade newspaper a statement 
that among the enormities which the Senate substitute proposed was 
a duty of 300 or 400 per cent. upon shotguns. In order to establish 
this they assume double-barreled breech-loading shotguns worth $3.25 
each, and that the Senate rate of duty is more than 300 per cent. on 
this value. Why say three dollars and a quarter? Why not say $3 or 
$2 or 25 cents? If double-barreled breech-loading shotguns were 
worth 25 cents each, the duty fixed by the Senate bill would be an 
enormous one; the equivalent ad valorem rate would be among the 
thousands. The assumption is just as fair and equally as reasonable 
in one case as in the other. 

But I think it unnecessary to pursue this subject further. I was de- 
sirous that the people who might read the Treasury statement which 
I hold in my hand and the remarks which were made by the Senator 
from Missouri in presenting it, or who might have heard or read the 
speech of the Speaker of the House of Representatives, might not be 
misled by the character of the statement, and I felt it due to the Senate 
and due to the people that the utterly worthless and inaccurate char- 
acter of what purports to be an official statement of the effects of the 
Senate bill should be exposed. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I do not wish to make a tariff speech, 
but I desire to correct one impressioa which seems to prevail very ex- 
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tensively among the Senators and Members of the House from the 
South. 

I took occasion last night to look over quite a number of Democrati: 
speeches, and I found the burden of the song to be the enormously 
rich manufacturers of New England, the fearful monopolies they owned 
and carried on, and the enormous profits they produced at the expense 
of labor. 

I found in one speech a statement that cotton-mills were making 
per cent. net profit, and I found it to be proven by figures trom the 
census of 1880. For instance, the capital of all the cotton-mills in the 
country was given, then the cost of all the raw material, then the 
cost of wage labor, then the value of the product. Then the wages and 
the material were added together, subtracted from the value of the prod- 
uct, and it left a balance that was the net profit. 

I have heard that stated in the United States Senate by Senators 
from the South over and overagain. I have heard as distinguished and 
intelligent a Senator as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who 
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is now absent, make that same statement here on the floor of the Senate. | 
I was at the time in the chair presiding. I heard the other Senator | 


from Kentucky, now retired, Mr. Williams, make the same statement. 
At this very Congress it has been made twice in the National House 
of Representatives by Southern members. 

Why can not Senators from the South see the utter absurdity of that 
statement? It figures out anywhere from 25 to 35 per cent. net every 


time you try it. You may try it on woolen goods, on cotton goods, on | 


silk, on linen, and it will prove every time the net profit our manu- 
facturers are making to be from 25 to 40 per cent. 

Is there a Senator from the South who makes this statement who 
really believes it? It certainly would be unkind to charge that he 
made it on the floor of these two Houses and did not; but look at the 
utter absurdity of it. 

There are over a billion of dollars to-day in the saving-banks of the 
North not drawing over 4 per cent. interest. Do you suppose this 
money would remain in these savings-banks drawing 4 per cent. in- 
terest if you could invest it in a cotton mill or in a woolen mill or a 


linen or a silk mill and draw your 35 percent. or 30 per cent. or 20 per | 


cent. net? There are millions and millions of dollars invested in 
United States bonds drawing not over 3 per cent. interest. Does any 
Senator dream that the Secretary of the Treasury would have the 
slightest difficulty in redeeming United States bonds if a man could 
take his money and invest it in manufacturing in New England and 
make 25 per cent.? I should think the absurdity of this statement 
itself would be its own refutation in the mind of any gentleman, and 
it is beyond my conception how a Senator or a Member of the House 
ean in his place in either of these bodies make such an egregious and 
absurd statement. 

What is left out in the statement of those gentlemen? Let me show 
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Sundries, including supplies, ordinary repairs, salaried officers’ pay 
$47,770.04. 

Cotton, $297,289.83. 

Commissions on sales, $10,420.68 

Freight, truckage, storage, insura nud other rg on goods 


$7,037.09, 


Treasurer’s salary and office expenses, $8,625 
Interest, $9,018.13. 
Net profits for the year, exclusive of any all 
$75,415.09. 
Now, what is the depreciation in machinery al this 1 | 


best cotton manufacturers allow tor this 50 cents 

Some say that 50 cents in a well-conducted mill w e- 
ciation in machinery; others insist that it will take 

I call it 75 cents aspindle. At that rate it leaves th 

year, 1882, in this mill—one of the best conducted « f this 
country—$39,000. That is 3.9 per cent. on the cap 

tal has not been watered; it is actual money paid in 


Now, the free-trade formula would state the case of this mill for 1882 
as follows: Capital, $1,000,000; labor, $148,800; mater 7 : 
making in all for labor and material $446,179; product, 5637,000. — De- 
duct the material and labor from the product and it leaves $190,~21, 
leaving for the year’s profit a little over 19 per cent. Asa matter of 
fact it was 3.9 per cent. 

There is no escape from that statement. I amastockholder myself, 
to a very small amount, in that mill. I know that the average net 
profits for the last ten years have not been over 5 per cent. annuatl 
I know that there is one cotton-mill in my city which has failed, and 
has been lyingstill forthreeyears. I knowthere isanother cotton-mill, 


as good a mill as can be found, that has not run an hour for over six 
years. I know that the average net profits of well-conducted cotton 
mills in my city, paying less for power than any other mills in th 
country, have not netted 5per cent. annuaily for ten years. One of ou 
largest mills has not paid a dividend for ten years, and its stock is GO 
per cent. below par. 

Mr. PUGH. What kind of goods do they manufacture? 

Mr. FRYE. Common goods. Nearly all nice bleached sheetings. 
A variety of goods, neither the coarser ubroid- 
eries, laces, ete. 

I know further, that the woolen mills of this country have been 
worse off the last ten years than the cotton. I know that nearly one 
half of the worsted mills in the United States to-day are idle, doing 
nothing absolutely. I know that you may take it through New Eng 
land, and for ten years the woolen mills have not netted 4 per cent. 


rades nor the finer e 


profit—I mean 4 per cent. per annum for ten years. 


once forall. There is the power. It is either steam or water. In| 


almost every large manufacturing city there is a water-power which 
is owned by a separate corporation, and the other corporations hire it 
at so much a horse-power. They pay so much a year. Where it is 
steam, of course it is created by coal or by wood, and must cost some- 
thing. That in that statement is left out entirely. What next? Fuel 
is left out entirely. What next? Gas. What next? Insurance. 
What next? Taxes. What next? All supplies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Supplies, not material? 

Mr. FRYE. Suppliesoutside of materials. Whatnext? All salaried 
officers are left out entirely. It is only the wage laborincluded. Not 
a single salary goes into that senseless computation. What next? 
Commissions on sales leftout. Whatnext? Freight truckage, storage, 
insurance, and like charges. What next? Salary of the treasurer, 
who is hardly ever a resident of the city where the factory is running. 
What next? Interest. Whatnext? Depreciation of the mill property. 
What next? Depreciation of machinery. 

The items left out in every single instance, whether relating to cot- 
ton, wool, orsilk, equal the item named for wages in this computation. 

Mr. DOLPH. And bad debts. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘‘ Bad debts” is suggested, but I leave that out as an 
uncertainty. Ican make what I am saying absolutely certain. 

I have in my hand a transcript from the books of a cotton mill run- 
ning from 51,000 to 54,000 spindles, about which there can be no mis- 
take whatever. I will give the items for a year, and I trust that after 
this [ shall not hear repeated in the Senate any such statements as I 
have heard so many times before. 

The capital stock of this mill is $1,000,000. The value of the prod- 
uct is $679,644.73. This is for the year 1882, an average good year for the 


last ten, less the cost of bleaching, which, of course, the statement does | 


not deal with, $42,643.40, making net value of the product $437, -001.33. 
Cost of wage-labor, $148,890.81. 
Power, $2,762.51. 


| 





No power costing less than that can be found in the United States, | 


within my certain knowledge. It is water-power, and the cheapest in 
America to-day, a great deal cheaper than steam, 

Fuel, $4,652.54. 

Gas, $2,503.05. 

Insurance, $6,714.35. 

Taxes, $15,901.89. 


a 





| found in this about three hundre: 


There should not be these gross misstatements made in a matter of 
this kind where reasonable certainty can be arrived at. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to supplement what the Senater from 
Maine has said by calling the attention of those Senators who believe 
that the manufacturers are making so much money to the character of 
securities that are sold now and the prices at which they are sold. It 
must be apparent to everybody that if our manufacturers are making 
anywhere from 15 to 45 per cent. as claimed, the money of the country 
would go into manufactures, because we have not reached the point 
in manufactures where we entirely supply the American market. Of 
course things like woolen goods and cotton goods and hardware and 
iron and glass ware and earthenware and things of that kind for ten 
years, $237,000,000 a year has been the importation of that class of 
goods—goods that can be manufactured by almost any class of labor. | 
hold in my hand the Commercial and Financial Chronicle of October 15 
1888, authority, as a standard everybody knows, which gives the secu: 
ties dealt in, their prices, the interest they bear, etc., and there will be 

i classes of railroad bonds—I now 
speak of railroad bonds particularly—that are selling at 100 or above. 
In about three hundred there are only three that sell for less than 100 
Of course [I do not mean to say that a great many bonds do not sell for 
less, but any bond that bears 7 per cent. interest or 6 per cent. interest, 
where the road is in good condition, will sell for above 100. 

The bondsof the Chicagoand Northwestern Railroad Company, whos« 
road leads from Chicago to the Northwest, due in 1915 and bearing 7 
per cent. interest, are worth 130/, or were last week, on the 12tl 


stant. Another bond of the same company, their sinking-tun¢ 





due in 1929 and bearing 6 per cent. interest, are worth 117. 

The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 6 per cent. bonds, due in 1917, 
were worth 1314 on the 5th of October, and on the 12th they were 
worth 1324. During the month of June they were up to 134. 

You may take also the Chicago, St. Pa Minneapolis and Omaha 
Railroad, and their 6 percents are worth 120} to 1214, and they were as 
high as 1234 last May. 

The Cincinnati, Columbus and Cleveland 7 percents were selling on 
the 5th of this month for 151, and lay and ly they sold for the 
same. 


The 7 per cent. bonds of the Denve 
pany, due in 1900, are bringing 120. 

The Erie first consolidated, gold,7 percents, due in 1920,are worth 136, 
and sold in August for 138}. 

The Houston and Texas 7 percents were worth on the 5th instant 
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123}, and on the 12th, 123}. Several of their bonds of different classes 
all run above 100. 

The Lake Shore consolidated coupon first seven percents, due in 1900, 
are worth 127{; and the second seven percents, due in 1903, are worth 
125}. So you might go through the list until you strike some others 
that are still higher. 

The Delaware and Hudson Canal seven percents are worth 146} to 149. 

Mr. EUSTIS. How does that happen? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senator how it happens. 

Mr. EUSTIS. How does it happen that so many of these securities 
are owned in New England ? 





Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senator why they are owned in New 
England if he wants me to tell him. It is because the people of New 
Engiand, living upon a soil not particularly attractive to agriculture, 
turned their attention to something else than the farms of New Eng- 


land, and it is owing to that fact that New England became a manu- 
facturing country. The farms there will not produce one-fourth of the 
crops that the farms of the State the Senator represents will produce, 
but they are worth from three to five times as much per acre, and why? 
Because they have got the market at their doors, and the Senator’s 
State has got its market somewhere else. The Senator prefers to buy 
his goods in Europe and transmit the products of his soil to Europe to 
pay for them. ‘The people of New England propose to manufacture 
their goods on their own soil and to feed the manufacturers with the 


products of their home farms, and invariably that has made a rich peo-’ 


ple; and the history of the world is, without exception, that a purely 
agricultural people have always been a poor people. 

Mr. FRYE. We madea good deal of money in New England in 
manufactures during the war. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator admit that? 

Mr. TELLER. I admit that they have made money by manufact- 
uring. If they had not made money by manufacturing I should not 
be so particularly anxious that manufactures should becontinued. It 
is because I want the manufacturing done in this country, because who- 
ever manufactures, whether he be capitalist or whether he be laborer, 
he receives compensation from it that he can not get from the pursuit 
of one class of labor alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it should be stated that where the people 
of New England have made a dollar in manufacturing they have made 
at least a hundred dollars, I think, and probably a thousand dollars, in 
ee railroads and in conducting enterprises in Louisiana and in 

owa. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the Senator where did they get the money to 
build all these railroads in the West and in the South ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They earned it and they saved it while the people 
in some other sections were doing neither. 

Mr. EUSTIS. How did they earn it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They earned it by the sweat of their brows in an 
honest and proper way. 

Mr. TELLER. Why, Mr. President, it is very simple. Of course, 
the New England manufacturers made a great deal of money during 
thewar. Thereis noquestionaboutthat. Prices went up very greatly 
in this country. While the Senator and his associates and his citizens 
were engaged in other pursuits not so profitable, while they were prac- 
tically engaged in destroying, not simply the Government, but the prop- 
erty of the country, the New Englander with his thrift, ishing his 
full quota of people for the field, as he always did, was engaged in pro- 
ducing and in saving and in creating. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it oughtalso to be stated that the money that 
is made by New England in manufacturing is not made alone by the 
stockholders who own the plant, for instance, of a cotton-mill similar 
to those just referred to by the Senator from Maine. I asked the Sen- 
ator from Maine how many persons were employed in the cotton-mill 
he referred to and he told me there were pro y two thousand per- 
sons there employed. While the cotton manufacturer, while the com- 
pany that owns the mill, were making less than 5 per cent. —— 

Mr. FRYE. Three per cent. 

Mr. DOLPH. Say less than 4 per cent. for themselves on the cap- 
ital invested, they were making money for every one of these two 
thousand employés by giving them steady employment the year round 
at remunerative wages; and I will guaranty that if you go into this 
New England town you will find that these two thousand employés 
own more of these railroad bonds than the stockholders in that com- 
pany. Therefore the manufacturers of New England are making 
money for the common people, for the laborers of the country. 

While I am up I desire, if the Senator from Colorado will permit me, 
to make a farther suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. Go ahead. 

Mr. DOLPH. In regard to the bonds of the Northwestern Railroad 
Company, I believe the Senator said they were drawing 7 per cent. in- 
terest and selling for 130, payable several years from now. I have 
just made a computation to find out how much interest that would be 
on the present cost of the bonds as they are selling from day to day in 
the markets. I find it would be a little under 5.4 per cent. on thecost 
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of the bonds—that is to say, you pay $130 for a hundred-dollar bond 
drawing 7 per cent. At that price the investor would receive a little 
less than 5.4 per cent. interest on his money. But we must take an- 
other thing into consideration, and that is that the bonds are taxable, 
and not only is the bond itself taxable, but the interest upon it is tax- 
able, and the taxes, including State, minicipal, and county taxes, are 
probably from 2 to 3 per cent. You muy take thatas the average, and 
certainly they are all taxed to the extent of 2 percent. So the netin- 
come upon that investment would be less than 3.4 per cent., which is 
less than the amount received by the manufacturer on his money. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Louisiana, when he asked why 
these New England people loaned the money, supposed that I meant 
in reply to say that the manufacturers owned these securities, I beg to 
assure him that I did not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I did not mean to criticise or anything of that sort. 
The Senator from Maine was representing that they were making no 
money from manufactures. For instance, take the State of Massachu- 
setts. That State has no shipping. 

Mr. TELLER. She has some shipping. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That State has no coal mines, no iron mines; that 
State has no agricultural wealth whatever, and yet there is such enor- 
mous wealth in that State that it is almost impossible to make an es- 
timate of what it is. 

I know that in regard to one railroad the other day the fact was 
disclosed that five hundred thousand shares of stock of that railroad 
were owned by capitalists of Boston. We know that a large majority 
of the stock of the Union Pacific Railroad is so owned. What puzzled 
me was, inasmuch as they have no other source from which wealth is 
created if they are not making money by their manufacturing, where 
in the world do they get the money? 

Mr. TELLER. Let me tell the Senator where they get the money. 
In the first place he says Massachusetts has no shipping. Why, the 
people of Massachusetts made immense fortunes in the China and the 
West India trade and other trades. 

Mr. EUSTIS. At the present day, I mean. 

Mr. TELLER. They laid the foundation of their great fortunes, 
many of them, in the foreign trade. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Chinese trade is in the hands of a few families. 

Mr. TELLER. Comparatively few. That is true. Then they went 
into manufacturing. Then when they got money they saved it. Then 
they put it into these enterprises in the West and all over the country. 
They are a saving, frugal people, and they make more money out of 
the sterile hills of New England, acre for acre, than the Senator’s con- 
stituents make in the fertile lands of the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator is mistaken when he makes that state- 


ment. 

Mr. TELLER. They do, acre for acre, the State over. There are 
exceptions of course, but they have made it by their home market. 
They have got valuable products, but they can not compete with the 
world inthe products of their gardens, their hay, vegetables, and such 
things; and so they have diversified their industries in New England. 

It does not follow that the manufacturers get this money. There 
are more than $1,000,000,000 in the banks of New England belonging 
to the men who toil. The State of Connecticut, little as it is andsmall 
as its population is, as I understand, as stated here on the floor the 
other day, has more than $300,000,000 in its savings-banks, largely the 
property of men who labor. They own theirown houses and theirown 
gardens. They are the most independent laborers in the world. 

The trouble with the Senators who are advocating a departure from 
the economic plan of the American people is that they are unacquainted 
with the laborers of this country. They are not familiar with their 
habits, with their methods. That is the trouble. 

Does the Senator suppose when money is going begging, as it is now 
in this country, that if the manufacturers were making such immense 
profits there would not be a rush to build up manufactories all over 
the country? When you can sell railroad bonds that bear 7 per cent. 
interest for 145 to 149, when that is considered good investment, does 


not the Senator — if it could be shown that the manufacture of — 


cotton goods or of woolen goods paid 10 per cent., everybody would 
put his money in it? Why not? Of course they would. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why should they not put their money into the brew- 
ery business, which is enormously profitable? 

Mr. TELLER. There is a limit to the brewery business. 

Mr. EUSTIS. And there is a limit to manufacturing. 

Mr. TELLER. We have not reached the limit; that is the trouble. 
I know that some of the free-traders have asserted that the machinery 
of the United States was capable of producing in six months enough 
to supply all the wants of the people for a year. I tell you that inten 
years on the coarser materials we have paid out for European products 
$2,237,000,000. If that had been paid to labor in this country, ac- 
cording to the lowest computation made even by free-traders who are 
honest and intelligent, it would amount to $1,700,000,000, or it would 
have given labor to four hundred and fifty thousand people year in and 
year out, at a dollar and a half a day for every day that they worked. 

That is what we have been buying abroad, and the trouble with the 
Senator from Louisiana is that he wants to buy more abroad. He is 
not satisfied to send across the water $200,000,000 and more per year 
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to build up foreign manufacturers and support foreign labor, but he | 
wants to open the door for all foreign productions and put all the Amer- 
ican laborers where Mr. MILts recently asserted they would be put, 
on an equality with European laborers. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 





Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I donot believe that protection protects 4 
laborers. 

Mr. TELLER. I know the Senator does not. That is where hi 
fallacy lies. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I did not expect the Senator to pass such hasty jud 


ment on my convictions as that. 

Mr. TELLER. I will reserve my judgment then. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The reason why it does not is—perhaps the Senatoz 
not acquainted with the statistics on the !abor quesi 

Mr. TELLER. Possibly not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does he know that in the city of Boston, which is a 
manufacturing city and thecenter of manufacturing interests, there are 
89,783 more children of foreign parentage than of Massachusetts parent- 
age? So long as your doors are open to the lowest pauper class of 
labor of Europe, whether it be the Russian Jew or the Polish Jew or 
the Scandinavian or the Irishman or the Englishman—and when I use 
the words ‘‘ pauper labor ’’ of course I do not intend tocast any reflection 
upon any class of people; I mean those people who in their own coun- 
tries work for small wages—how can protection protect American labor- 
ers? How can it do so when in the city of Boston itself you find that 
enormous aggregation of foreigners? ‘There is nothing to attract for- 
eigners to Boston that I know of. 

Mr. TELLER. I can tell you why. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Wertainly it isnot their Sunday laws. There is noth- 
ing but the simple fact that that is a manufecturing city. 

Mr. TELLER. That is it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. And your doors are wide open, and they not only ad- 
mit, but they invite that cheap labor from Europe; and I say it is ab- 
solutely incredible to suppose that such a fact is correct. When I re- 
peat to the Senator that 89,783 children of Boston are children of foreign 
parentage in excess of the children of Massachusetts parents, I should like 
to have the Senator explain to me how it is that protection protects 
American artisans and American operatives. I willadd that that does 
not include the enormous immigration from Canada into the State of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with the Senator from Louisiana is that 
he proposes to consider in his treatment of public affairs as Americans 
only those who were born on American soil. 

Mr. EUSTIS. No, I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. That may be possibly some of the old, lingering 
know-nothing notion of Louisiana, that several years ago was pretty 
powerful in that State. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I deny that. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not say he participates in it, but he treats the 
matter in that way. I, myself, treat every man who comes to this 
country and intends to make his home with us, and to cast his lot 
with us, as an American whenever he so decides. I consider the Irish- 
man, the Englishman, the German, the Russian, the Scandinavian, or 
any man who comes here to make this his home, comes here by the in- 
vitation extended to him years and years ago before the Republican 
party came into power, comes here rightfully, and when he comes here 
he is entitled to the same consideration and the same protection as if 
he had been born here. 

I consider all such persons entitled to the same protection that I am 
who boast of as long a line of American ancestry as any man in this 
country, having no foreign blood that has come into my family since 
the landing of the Mayflower. I say that they have the same right 
that I have, and when I legislate I legislate for them as I would for 
my own children; and Iam astonished that the Senator should suggest 
to me that the fact that there are eighty-nine thousand children in Bos- 
ton of foreign parentage has anything to do with the question. I will 
tell the Senator that in one of the Southern States of this Union 70 per 
cent. of the entire population are either foreign born or the children of 
foreign-born parents, a State where they have sent outone of their execu- 
tive officers to seduce men from the Republican ranks upon the theory 
that free trade will give to the laboring men of Wisconsin more com- 
fort, yhore happiness, than the protective system under which they 
have been prospering and the blessings of which he admits himself 
they came here to enjoy. Because protection raises the price of labor 
in this country, it undoubtedly inducesimmigration; but can any man 
say that we have suffered by immigration? It may be possible that 
the time has come or may come when it will be necessary to restrict 
immigration; but the 9,500,000 men who have come here since 1860 
have added immensely to the strength and to the wealth of this nation 
One of the great causes of our prosperity is that we have been able to 
absorb and take into our community and assimilate them with our- 
selves and furnish them employment. We have furnished nine and a 
half millions of men employment in twenty-seven years. 

There is not in the annals of history any such remarkable thing as 
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that. No other nation was ever able to receive such a great flow of | 
people, provide them labor, provide them homes; and every one of | of the people of the United States for their own enri 
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them to-day is a hundred per cent. better off when he landed on 
our shores, if he has been her length of , not only in money, 
| n manhood, in intelli ind in virtue. That is what we have 
ne for the people of the world, and we have taken good care of our 
1 pe ople at the sa 
he Senator says ] ‘ ! S I 1 
us ind protected nearly ‘ Wi ld that wanted to LO Vi 
day pay more to labor than any other people in the world. 
to our laborers more comfort, more indepen e,ab I : : 
any people ever did in the l. No ‘ to 
iny time, or any period where la W li 
rewarded, so honestly tre , ab ] 
here. To what do you attriln to t ‘ 
ibled every man who cat sbor at r era 
Che Senator knows and ) s that \ can c 
demands what no other laborer ever gets, comforts, pleasures, luxuries, 
leisure, opportunities for his children and for himself, su 31 
laborers get anywhere else in the world. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the employ 
rs of the laborers in this country do not make more money out of the 
1an the employers anywhere else in the world ? 

Mr. TELLER. They do, Mr. President. ‘This prosperity is n 
confined to one class of people in this country. That is the beauty of 
it. It pervades all classes of society. rhe distribution of wealth in 
this country is the most equal in the world. We have some very.rich 
men, but we have millions and millions of men in this country who 


are comfortably off. We have, I repeat, the best fed and the best 

clothed and the best housed and the most independent labor on the f 

of the earth. What does the Senator propose, and what do the advo- 

cates of free trade propose? That we shall open the doors of this coun- 

try not simply to the men to whom he objects, but to the products ot 

men abroad? He complains that we open the door to every man who 
41 
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desires to make a home on American soil, but he is willing to open 
door to the product of every man abroad who will stay at home and 
who will manufacture for us. He denies that the men should come 
here and should enter into our society, should pay part of our own 
taxes, and support our churches and schools and society, and become 
part and parcel of our nation. He would deny to them that privilege, 
but he would say ‘‘if you stay at home in Europe, live on coarse fare 
and wear coarse clothing, live as you have been accustomed to live, and 
work cheaply, we will buy your products.’’ What will become of t! 
American laborer then, whether he be foreign born or whether he be 
native? 

Mr. President, protection does protect. You may argue, you may 
bring a Daniel Webster here against that proposition, but there is be- 
fore the American people the patent fact, which can not be denied, 
that there is prosperity in all our borders; that we have grown in 
wealth, we have grown in intelligence, we have grown in moral worth 
and virtue under this system, and why should we want to abandon 
it? To-day we are the richest people in the world, the happiest peo- 
ple in the world, the freest people in the world, the most intelligent 
people in the world, the strongest and most powerful nation on the 
face of the globe; and all this has been accomplished within a hundred 
years. Why should we want to change a policy that has more than 
trebled our wealth in twenty-five years, notwithstanding the ravages 
and wastesofwar? Wehaveadvanced from $14, 000,000,000 to $62, 000, - 
000,000 within twenty-seven years, and we put into the field immense 
forces of men to destroy and not to create. We destroyed before w« 
began this career of prosperity nearly one-half of the accumulated 
wealth of this country, and in twenty-seven years we have not only 
resuscitated ourselves, but we have added immense stores of wealth. 
I repeat all that would go for nothing to me, I do not care whether 
the wealth was piled mountain high, if with it there had not come 
other blessings greater than money—comfort, happiness to the laboring 
men, independence, strength, manhood, intelligence, and virtue. 

I repeat that it has no parallel in the world, and yet the Senator tells 
me that protection does not protect. Where do vou get this great and 
growing prosperity, this increasing prosperity, if it does not come from 
our system of political economy? The proof is in our prosperity. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I did not intend to take part in this 
discussion, but I shall be perfectly frank with the Senator from Colerad 

The most extraordinary spectacle that I have witnessed in my legi 
lative career is to hear a Senator who represents an agricultural and a 
non-manufacturing constituency make a protection speech. I can un 
derstand that Senators from New England, who represent t { 
terests of their constituencies, are in favor of the protecti 
isting to-day. It has inured to their benefit; it has 
wealth; it has increased their prosperity. They m 
paupers. 

I was very much moved by the statement read by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] as to the very small dividends that one particular 
company in one particular year had been able to declare. I admire 
| the political sagacity of the representativesof New England. If I were 
| no afraid of using an offensive term, I would say that I also admire 
| their audacity, their coolness, and their complacency under the cir- 
cumstances, when since 1862 they have been taxing the remainder 
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” ing succeeded in creating in this country a system so artificial that 


even a suggestion from the President of the United States or any 
high authority that there should be revision of that system in order 


to know whether the tax-payers of this country have not sufficiently 
long endured this oppressive and onerous taxation, creates an alarm. 
Who ever heard in the history of the civilized world where & monarch 
or a President announced to the people that it was time to reduce 
taxation, that that proclamation should not be received with uni- | 
versal rejoicing by the people who were taxed? Why, sir, it would 
be almost equal to the declaration of one of the crowned heads of Eu- 
rope that the time for disarmament had arrived and that the monarch 
was to relieve the people who had been oppressed by these large stand- 
ing armies. We know what gladness and what rejoicing such tidings 
would bring to every heart in the Jand; and yet in this country, I say, 
80 artificial has the system become, with all its ramifications and with 
all its enticements, that, incredible to believe, we hear protection 


speeches from the Senator from Colorado telling his people that they 
ought to thank God that they have the opportunity of being taxed for 
everything that they wear, and everything that they use, and every- 
thing that they consume, in order to pour their earnings into the rich 
coffers of the wealthy capitalists of Boston and New England ! 

Does the Senator doubt, does he not know that that is a simple op- 
eration, taking place annually, that so long as this system of taxation 
exists in this country his people are the sufferers and the people of 
New England are the beneficiaries? Why, Mr. President, if old Tom 
Lenton could rise from his grave and appear in this Chamber and hear 
i protection speech made by a Western Senator he would be glad to 
get back into that grave as soon as possible. 

There is not an article that is used by a Western man for the pur- 
pose of making his cabin, of building his fence, of cultivating his farm, 
which that man is not taxed for the privilege of using, for the benefit 
of some New England manufacturer. And this, Mr. President, is the 
more incredible from the fact that when the Senator from Colorado, as 
he las often done with such power and eloquence, has appealed in this 
Chamber for financial measures of relief upon the silver question and 
other financial questions, he has found the Southern brigadier shoul- 
der to shoulder with him upon those questions of affording relief to 
the great agricultural constituencies of this country, but he has found 
every time every New England Senator voting ‘‘No!”’ ‘‘No!”’ ‘‘No!” 
on those questions. 

So it was when he asked that by legislation he should be protected 
from Chinese immigration. The Southern Democrats voted with him 
and his colleagues to exclude the Chinese, and until this last vote was 
given every New England Senator had always voted to allow the Chi- 
nese to overrun his constituents notwithstanding his protest. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Blaine was one of the greatest champions 
we ever bad in this Chamber. 

Mr. EUSTIS. He was an exception, of course. We all understand 
how disinterested his vote was. 

Mr. MITCHELL. He was a Senator then. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Therefore, Mr. President, I was glad to hear the 
Senator from Colorado give his reasons why he is a protectionist, be- 
cause protection protects American labor. I wish that I could believe 
that. I know perfectly well that it will be impossible for a great 
many years to reduce duties on imports so that there shall be any 
conflict between American labor and European labor; that the differ- 
ence between the wages in the two countries will have to be main- 
tained on account of the great expenditures of the Government, and so 
on; but when I asked the Senator to explain to me why the protection 
system as a system protects American labor, he simply made an anti- 
Know-Nothing speech. I am not a Know-Nothing. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I did not mean to say so. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The reason why I asked the question was this: In the 
testimony taken before the Ford committee in New York City, which 
I regret has not been published yet for the information of the country, 
a large number of witnesses testified there, and the most startling evi- 
dence was given upon this question. 

Now you take the poor American sewing girl. Certainly no persons 
in this country ought to excite or do excite as much sincere sympathy 
as that class of people. No matter whether a man is a free-trader or a 
protectionist, I say that that class of people are deserving of not only 
personal but legislative sympathy. 

What was the evidence before that committee with reference to those 
poor women? Why, sir, they are engaged in making all sorts of under- 
clothing. They are engaged in making shirts, they are engaged in 
sewing clothes, and so on, and they all testified that within the period 
of five years their wages had been decreased 50 per cent. Mark you, 
everything that they made was protected by law. There was a high 
duty on everything that they worked upon. Their wages were reduced 
50 per cent., and what was worse, even at those starving wages one- 
half of them were not able to get employment atall, because the Polish 
and Russian Jews were landed by the thousands at Castle Garden, and 
because those Polish and Russian Jews, who can live on probably 10 or 
15 cents a day, have taken the place of those unfortunate women. That 
is not my impression; it is not my opinion; it is the positive testimony 
of witnesses before a committee of Congress. 





Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator will allow me just a moment—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. Wait one moment. I am dealing with the Senator 
from Colorado. What I want him to explain is, how does protection 
protect, when, under your system of protection—which Heaven knows 


| is high enough—such a condition of things can be brought about? In 


other words, although you may make a law prohibiting the introduc- 
tion of pauper labor, what does that law amount to, or what does your 
protection amount to, if the moment these people land in this country 
the manufacturers canemploy them and doemploy them? That isthe 
reason I give you those figures about Boston in Massachusetts. It was 
not to reflect on any class of people. It was merely to show that, in 
my judgment and according to my conception, protection per se, what 
you call protection, does not necessarily protect the American laborer, 
and now a new field of cheap labor has been discovered—I refer to 
Southern Russia and to Poland—what is to prevent these people from 
superseding and driving out of the factories the American operatives ? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to ask 
him what remedy he proposes? Is it free trade? 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘That is not the question. You tax the people of the 
United States under the pretext that you are accomplishing protection 
to the American laborer. I do not believe it. Iam in favor of re- 
lieving them of that tax, because I do not believe that protection does 
protect. From what I have said the Senator seems to admit now that 
protection does not protect. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I do not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Explain, then, to me how it does protect. That is 
what I want to know. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator seems to be very much astonished that 
a Senator, representing a Western State, a non-manufacturing State, 
should be a protectionist. Mr. President, I have ft the same reason 
for being a protectionist that the Senator has for being a free-trader. 
He was brought up under free-trade influences and in a free-trade at- 
mosphere undoubtedly, and so was I just exactly as he was. Iama 
protectionist from conviction. I represent the youngest State in the 
Union, a State composed of people from every State in the Union, and 
from every country under the sun where civilized men live. I doubt 
whether it would be possible to select any civilized country on the tace 
of the earth that does not have its representative in Colorado. 

At the coming election when they vote in November the number of 
men who were born on the soil of Colorado will be comparatively in- 
significant. They will be unnoticeable. The people of Colorado are 
people who understand their wants and their wishes, and they are 
people broad enough in their sympathies to look beyond their State 
lines. They recognize the fact that whatis for the general good of the 
people is for their good; what promotes happiness all over the coun- 
try promotes happiness in Colorado; what promotes wealth all over 
the country promotes wealth in Colorado. 

I waat to say to the Senator from Louisiana now that the issue will 
be made in Colorado on this tariff question as sharply as it will be 
made in Connecticut or in Massachusetts or in any State of the Union 
with a people that, I think, I can safely say on this floor have no su- 
periors in the world for intelligence, for aggressiveness of character, 
for independence of thought, and they will give in proportion to their 
vote a greater majority in defense of American protection than any 
other State in the Union, Pennsylvania notexcepted. They will givea 
bigger percentage, I repeat, than any State, and they will do it not 
upon the theory that it is solely for their benefit, but that it is for the 
benefit of all the country. 

The Senator complains that there are sewing women in New York 
who do not get employment. Why, Mr. President, no country will 
be without something of that kind, but we have less of it than any 
other country. That is what I contend. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Their wages have decreased 50 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Their wages may have decreased in the city of New 
York owing to the influx of labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to make 
one statement right here? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Louisiana has referred to testi- 
mony taken before a House committee in New York. I want to refer 
to testimony taken before the Senate committee of which I am a mem- 
ber. The representatives of an association of people engaged in the 
manufacture of clothing appeared before the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance and stated that the rates of duty fixed by the present law upon 
clothing were entirely inadequate for their protection, and they asked 
us to increase the rates; and this statement was supplemented by a fur- 
ther statement that they had asked the committee of the House of lep- 
resentatives to give them a hearing on the subject, which that commit- 
tee refused todo. They stated to us that they believed this House 
committee thought the rates were altogether too high now, The House 
committee so stated, and these people attributed the condition of affairs 
to which the Senator from Louisiana is now alluding to the fact thas 
the present duties upon clothing are inadequate. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Who testified to that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some ten or twelve different peeple. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Operatives? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Operatives and manufacturers of clothing. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Of course if these people now work at present wages 
it is because your protection does not protect them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
protected them. 

Mr. EUSTIS. How much higher would you make them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have added 5 cents per pound and 5 per cent 
ad valorem. If we find that is insufficient we will make it higher, if 
we can. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about saying when interrupted by the Senator 
from Rhode Island that it was possible that an influx of a large num- 
ber of laborers of a particular kind in a city may disturb for a time the 
course of trade; but ina country like ours, where labor is well rewarded, 
it always, like water, seeks its level, andif it is dammed up in New 
York City too much, it will flow off into other sections of the country 
in a little while, and we shall have a uniform rate. 

I admit that there are isolated cases; but what will the Senator say 
to me if I tell him of the want and the destitution and the distress in 
free-trade England? Is the Senator aware that one-fifth of the popula- 
tion of Great Britain in one single year have received assistance from 
public charity? Is he aware that a country having half the popula- 
tion, or about that, of ours has eight times as many paupers and poor 
all the time as we have? It is a startling statement to be made. Is 
he aware of the fact that every fifth man who dies in the city of Lon- 
don goes to a grave paid for by the public authorities? Is he aware 
that a distinguished Englishman recently declared that one-fifth of the 
whole population were toeing the lineof pauperism? Did he hear the 
statement made here by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
the other day, taken from the official publications of Great Britain? 
If he did not, [commend him to look ata later report, to look at a report 
that came out in June, of the royal commission now in session, where 
they report as to the destitution, the poverty, and the lack of business. 
Let him look at that report and go over it and see the different so- 
cieties that testify that they are supporting their poor in Great Britain, 
their associates who are out of labor—not paupers, but members of as- 
sociations. The proof before that commission was, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin stated the other day, that one society had paid $400,000 in 
a year to keep its members who were unable to get work. It was in 
proof before that commission that some of these societies had been com- 
pelled to double their rates; it wasin proof that a number of the so- 
cieties had been compelled to disband because so many of their mem- 
bers were out of employment, and they were absolutely compelled to 
surrender and to cease to make any efforts to protect their associates 
who could not get labor. 

Does the Senator from Louisiana believe that the poor sewing-women 
of New York will get more labor when he puts them in competiiion 
with all the world? They are in competition now only with Americans 
practically, or would be if this duty was what it ought to be. When 
they are put in competition with Americans they find it sharp and dif- 
ficult to live. The Senator says, put them in competition with all the 
world. Will that cure the evil? How absurd, Mr. President. Ido 
not mean to be offensive when I say ‘‘ absurd,’’ but I mean to say that 
can not possibly relieve the difficulty of which the Senator complains. 

Mr. President, the Senator inquires how much you would raise the 
duty. I should like to tell the Senator how much I would raise the 
duty. I would start by a duty on the importation of everything that 
could be made in this country. Thatis protection. I would take my 
chances that the manufacturers would get no more than fair profits. 
When money can be borrowed in the markets of New York, as it can 


Nobody ever pretended that inadequate dutic 
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and who spun it and who wove it, all got from 50 to 100 per cent. more 
than they get in other countries where they have cheap clothes. I do 
not want to repeat a trite thing, but cheapness is not the main thing; 
cheapness Is the great cle ot r 

What good does it do to have cheap clothes if you do not have the 
money to buy them? What good is it to the lal f} in =a 
can buy the supplies of my family for a week for a dollar, but | 
nota nickel?’’ He will not have the nickel unless he has |: i 
do not want ¢ heap goods at the expe nse of cheap la 1 this yuntry 
and there is where we part with our brethren from the South Chey 
have got cheap labor. They want cheap labor, and | ve no doubt 
that very many men in the North want cheap labor I have no doubt 
that very many of the manufacturers want cheap labor, but it is our 
duty to see that they do not get it at the expense of the laboring men 


of this country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President . 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Missouri yield 
while the Chair lays before the Scnate a joint n from the House 
of Representatives ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certaink 

PAY OF EMPLOY! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives, the title of which 
will be read. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 232) making appropriations to enable 


f 


the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay session employés of the Senate and House for the full month of 
October, was read twice by it title. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that may be immediately considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
preceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another joint resolution from the House of Representatives, which will 
be read by its title. 

Che joint resolution (H. Res. 231) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, borne on the 
annual rolls, their respective salaries for the month of October on the 
20th day of said month was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that joint resolution may be considered 
at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





resolutio 


REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I confess I am very much aston- 
ished at the onslaught that has been made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] upon the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics 
touching the tables presented to the Senate by my colleague [ Mr. VEsT], 
now absent, and printed in the REcorD of October 16. 

I happen to know something about those tables. Before the Senate 


| bill was reported I had a table prepared in the Bureau of Statistics, hav- 


to-day, for 2 per cent. per annum, [ would risk that they would not | 
make any great amount of money by the manufacture of woolens, or 


cotton cloths, or any other article. When the manufactories can be 
built and a profit returned of 4 or 5 per cent. tomen who arenow will- 
ing and glad to get 2 per cent. on their money, they do not rush to 
manufacturing. Five per cent. is regarded as a profitable and fair in- 
vestment anywhere now in this country. 

There was a time when we did not have money and when a tariff so 
high as to be prohibitory might have been used by the few manufactur- 
ers to extort from the people. There is nodangerofthatnow. I would 
give this $2,237,000,000 of money that I spoke about that has gone out 
of the country in ten years and divide it up, and I would divide it 
amongst American laborers who get 72 per cent. of it. I would give 
the Government 5 per cent. more, for that is the rate of taxation of the 
whole, and then I would let the capitalists have the balance, and | 
think it would be betterfor the country than to send it abroad to sup- 
port foreign laborers and foreign capitalists. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator know the profit of the manufacturer 
on the suit of clothes the Senator himself now wears? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator inquires if I know how much profit the 
manufacturer makes on the suit of clothes I have on. I donot. I 
simply know that the man who made this suit of clothes got at least 
three times as much as he would in almost any other country in the 
world, and in any other country save Great Britain. ThatI know. I 
know that the man who raised the sheep off whose back the wool came 
that made the coat I -have on was protected in his industry. I know 


| and steel,’’ should be made out for a special purpose 


ing made out myself the headings so as to show the information I de- 
sired. I hold the table in my hand now. It shows opposite each 
schedule the value of merchandise dutiable under the present law, the 
value of merchandise dutiable under the House bill, and the rates of 
duties, ete. 

About the time that was completed the Senate bill was reported, 
and I requested that it should be included in the statement, so that 
we should have a statement showing the value of the dutiable mer- 
chandise imported in 1887 under the existing law, the value of that 
same merchandise that was dutiable under the House bill, then the 
value that was dutiable under the Senate bill, then the average ad 
valorem rate of duty under the existing law on the whole importation, 
and then the average ad valorem rate of duty under the existing law 
on the articles that were dutiable under the House ani also upon 
the articles dutiable under the Senate bill, and then the average ad 
valorem rate of duty with the amount on the free-list 

I requested also that the table ‘‘ woolens, cotton, flax, hemp, iron, 
[t was made 
out and furnished to me before it was everinprint. Thesetables were 
made by Mr. Emil J. Keferstein, who was born in Prussia and was ap- 
pointed in the civil service of the Government from the District of 
Columbia. 

I have not gone farther back than 1879 to ascertain the date of his 
appointment. His name appears in the Official Register of the Treas- 
ury Department for 1879. He has been there ever since that time. 
He made this table as all tables are mad As to the beginning of it, 
I gave him the headings or points that [ wanted, and he went to his 











that the men who sheared the sheep and the men who carded the wool | house and made it, and it is a correct table. and the figures are 
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except that there are one or two errors in the calculations and one error 
that he pointed out and one that he did not point out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt there are many that have not 
been pointed out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, there are not. The Senator criticises in re- 
gard to wood and woodenware. He says that the average ad valorem 
rates of duty are under the present law 18 per cent., under the House 
bill at the House rates 29.32 per cent., and under the Senate substi- 
tute at the Senate rates 18.88 per cent. There is no trouble about 
that. There is no conflict there, and there is no error. There it is, a 
plain mathematical proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say there was any error. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You criticised that, and that was one of the mat- 
ters you pointed out as a humbug in the figures to show that there 
was nothing in them, and you tried to create the impression that the 
figures were wrong. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not. Istated distinctly that the figures were 
right, but that the deductions that were drawn from them were wrong. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thedeductionsarenotwrong. Thefirst column 
under the present law is the average ad valorem rate of duty upon all 
wooden wares dutiable under the present law, and that is 18 per cent. 
The House bill puts a large number of those articles dutiable under 
the present law on the free-list to the value of $6,679,202.12. There 
is the amount of existing dutiable merchandise put on the free-Jist. 

Now take the merchandise that is left and apply the existing rates 
to it, and it makes the 31 per cent., because the dutiable articles hav- 
ing the highest rates of duty are left on by the House bill. Lumber is 
taken off and other articles, and that makes it. Now, then, you apply 
the House bill rates of duty to those articles now dutiable and still left 
on the dutiable-list by the House bill, and the average is 29.32 per 
cent. It is a considerable reduction. 

Now take the Senate substitute. I have not compared the articles, 
but the same rate of duty exists under the Senate bill on the dutiable 
articles that exists under the present law. There is no change in that 
respect, but the Senate rates increase the duties to 18.88 per cent., and 
the Senate puts nothing on the free-list from that schedule. 

So you may take any of the other schedules, and the figures are cor- 
rect and are made upon a correct basis. They show just what they 
pretend to show and nothing else, and there is no misrepresentation 
about them, and any one who will look at them in a fair and candid 
light can see that there was no intention in the preparation of these 
figures to mislead or deceive anybody, but to get at the truth, and they 
do give the truth. 

That table shows in the first column the dutiable merchandise under 
the present law imported in 1887 belonging to each schedule. That is 
not disputed, is ity In the next column it shows the value cf the du- 
tiable merchandise under the House bill which was imported in 1887. 
In the next column it shows the value of the merchandise dutiable 
under the Senate bill imported in 1887. 

Now, what is the basis? The basis is that all these laws were in ex- 
istence and applicable to the importations of 1887. You may say that 
is an incorrect basis. It is the only kind of a basis that you have togo 
upon. It is the only basis by which you can compare a law that exists 
or has existed with one that you propose. It may not be in every re- 
spect mathematically correct. Why? Because the Senate substitute 
a mage confusion. You have been afraid yourselves to make a calcu- 

ation upon it. You take an article dutiable in 1887 at a specific rate 
and you make an additional ad valorem rate. 

Nobody but your manufacturers, who are interested in this bill, who 
have caused jt to be framed in the way it has, know the exact values 
of these articles upon which you lay a specificduty. The Government 
has not got them, and they have not been imported by values. They 
have been imported as specific articles, and the Government has taxed 
them accordingly under the existing law. Now you put on a com- 
pound duty. You not only maintain and retain the specific duty, but 
you add an ad valorem duty besides. The Government has nothing 
there by which it can tell exactly what would be the prices of these 
articles, and consequently can make no calculation, and the notes to 
this table explain this. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Missouri, to avoid 
any misapprehension on his part, that there is not a case of that kind 
in this bill, and he can not find one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These notes explain exactly how this table was 
made. There was no deception and there is none in it and it is cor- 
rect, with very few mistakes, which have been made, probably, some 
in printing and some in other ways; but not nearly as many as in the 
statement which the committee have submitted. 

The next column is duties collected on merchandise dutiable under 
the present law. There is the anreunt of duties paid. How do you 
tell what would be collected under the House bill and under the Sen- 
ate bill? You take the rates proposed in the Senate bill and take the 
rates in the House bill and apply them to the merchandise imported in 
1887. You take the rates proposed in the Senate bill and apply them 
the best way you can. There is confusion there in the rates, as I have 
said, and for that reason there may be inaccuracies in getting at either 
the rates of duty where compound or the value of the article. But 
these figures are based upon that and are correct. 
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Then we take the House bill and the duties under that. Take the 
present law, at the present rates, then under the House bill, and then 
the Senate substitute at present rates. Now, we have all the figures 
upon which you can take the percentages. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does your table show the difference in the per- 
centage of the duty between that now levied under existing law and 
that levied by the House bill? Does your table show that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the difference, according to your table? 

Mr. COCKRELL, They are all in there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator can state. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I can not, without sitting down and making 
a calculation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. You can not state? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The rates are all given, and it is supposed any 
intelligent man can add or subtract, as the case may be. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can you or not now from your table state the dif- 
ference in the per cent. of duty between the present duties under ex- 
isting law and the Mills bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. You mean the total of the bill ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. What is the difference? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can tell you. You take the present law ap- 
plied to the imports of 1887, and the average ad valorem rates of duty 
were 47.10 per cent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Under what law ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the present lav. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The existing law ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment. I will give you the figures. 
You take, then, the articles dutiable under the existing law and also 
the articles dutiable under the House bill and apply the present law 
to those articles, and the average ad valorem rates of duty are 50.60 
percent. Now, you take the House bill and apply it to the same 
articles, and they are 42.77 per cent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But take all the articles. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all there is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘Take all the articles that are now subject to duty 
under existing law, and what is the difference between the per cent. of 
duty on those articles and the per cent. of duty on all those articles 
under the House bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I never made that calculation, because there is 
$70, 443,012.64 placed upon the free-list under the House bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In other words—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment. I apply the average ad valo- 
rem rates to the articles dutiable under the existing law and the House 
bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not the fact, then, that in all the state- 
ments made in the Senate on the other side of the Chamber, to the 
effect that the difference is only very slight between the duties under 
the Mills bill and under the existing law, you leave out of considera- 
tion the free-list? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. I have here the free-list; 28.7 per 
cent, is the present average rateon that. Here are the figures for that, 
and any man can see them; $70,443,012.64 of dutiable merchandise 
under the existing law are placed on the free-list by the House bill, 
and the present average ad valorem rates on those articles are 28.7 
per cent. As a matter of course, you put them in and it would 
reduce and make it applicable to the others, which would make a less 
average all around. ‘There is no donbt about that. But they are 
taken off the dutiable-list and put on the free-list. The only contro- 
versy is, shall they go on thefree-list? That is thequestion of the hour. 

Then what are the duties levied by the House bill on the other arti- 
cles that are dutiable under the present law? Thatis the controversy. 
We have nothing to do with what has gone on the free-list. Wedo 
not propose to retain them on any average ad valorem rates. We put 
them on the free-list and take them out of the dutiable list entirely. 
The controversy is as to whether they shall go on the free-list. That 
is the point. 

Then what is the controversy as to the other matter? The contro- 
versy is as to the reduction of duties upon those articles. We say that 
taking the goods imported in 1887 and dutiable under the present law 
and applying the House bill to them, the average ad valorem rates 
would be 42.77 percent. We say apply the present law and it will bs 
50.60 per cent. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I would like to have the Senator state what his in- 
vestigation shows the average ad valorem under the Senate substitute 
to be? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have stated that it would be 42.75 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just the same practically. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Practically the same. There is .02 per cent. dif 
ference only. 

Mr. ALLISON. So that the billsare practically the same thing? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. Thereisnodoubtaboutthat. The fig- 
ures here show it. There is no concealment aboutit. You have made 
enormous reductions on some articles, but you have made large in- 
creases on others. 
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about it. as th is! i , ( 3a ind 











i In. regard to the second table, that is part of the same ca t the: e assu ; ve port - 60 - 
While this first table was made out just as it was finished t- ind, and he puts' { Ligh ut I say that stat 
nished to be copied by Mr. Keferstein and his assistants, who we! r computation wa 1 t st « 
detailed for that purpose—and whom I never saw until they purposely mad 
menced working on these tables—under no instructions, who w Mr. COCK RELI L can say t the state made 
asked for nothing, and they made them out just as they would ha ntleman I have referred to i was made f 
made them ont for the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator | that was furnished to that buregn, and I have to 
Iowa, and I suppose both those Senators know these employes bett 1 do not believe, that he had any interest, direct indi t 
than Ido. I never saw them before we commenced on this work t ly, to make any misstat ent about it, because he knew the 
I have any knowledge of. Mr. Keferstein has been employed there | st ent would be relied upon; he kn t would be quoted | 
ever since 1879. knew it would be subject to criticism, 1 there « db 

The other table, as to the perce: 3, is on page 10448 of the ht , e world for any misrepre tation. 
and was also submitted by my colleague. When that was furnished Mr. ALDRICH. It must be apparent to the Senator from M 
to me I ran over the figures myself to see that the calculatio if it \ yt to this clerk that he of in the 1, t there 
correct, and to see the principle upon which the figures were n he ( I quantities of woolen ¢ 3 imy ed in 13887 on W l 
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under the schedule of ‘‘ woolens,’’ according to my calculatior Mr. COCKRELL. lam not far witht qu n, I say frankly 
the figures which I had, the percentage in the last column under and I have not given 1 oni um yg ry the 
House bill ought to have been 184.57 instead of 186. That is the way | statement here. The letter of t Chiet 1c Bureau of Stat cs pro 
I made the division. The other figures were correct. ceeds 
I have been furnished by the chief of the Bureau of Statistics a » Brow 1 bleached 3, ef 
letter, which gives an explanation of the basis upon which thes St s not sp E 
. A” . . } } ihe t 3 i bureau table of Oct er ll, 18 I w i a 
figures were made and which was furnished to the Senator from Rhode | ;,- 0. * a Steg Pano iBoagar tracer ac flange, SE ape ell * 
Island, and which he did not take the liberty of reading. This comes y special class of articles enumerated in Senate substitute, but ’ 
from the Bureau of Statistics. This is a copy of the explanation is Of class _ . well known int oe a“ 
that was furnished to the Senator from Rhode Island, and I will V ee a  denene. © oteeieasicn 
read it. ‘ sand lawns, of flax, jute, OF which flax 
) 1 i il of chief 
Notes rpla tory of bu iu ta i 1] 5 Steg ' s is for stee! t ed { b 
tions under the ot ta ry Flous 19051 ry s die blocks « ‘ I s i 
Senate s titute on porta t f } tay i bars amer, crank,and other shafts; shaft 
> rods piston rods; pressed aved, or sta i 
Pre ed ir to es by N. W. Ald t ( S:s ) y1 ifactured ‘ swa { 
. nan 1 ‘ q Se : g is ot s a ys used ss ~ t $ 
deserir ns and shapes of dry-sand, loam, or iron- 1 steel ast 
and plates not specially enumerated or provided for tee] in all f mt 
isha t specially enumerated or provided for 
7 Quantity. Valu The proviso of paragraph 335, Schedule J, Senate substitute, for “ brow 
i “dd n cloth containing not less than one hundred threads tothe sq 
| _ | inch, counting the warp and filling,” is not contained in the present law l 
| 1. Weol 08 or this ason no record exists of » importations of this ss of linens 
Z e eolen CIOoLns: a na bleached linens wer therefore. with the « ler Ce litiesy 
% Imported ......... $713, 31 4 lasd : ul the v 3 paragraph S Is 
i aod I I 
i , 4 . substitute 
| WE ssp desinictsvntt jd mance 8, 807, 263.42 | 10,022,370. 67 1.158 Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will pardon me—— 
| Mr. COCKRELL. Let me read this paragraph. I read paragraph 
q Paragraph 354, Schedule K. Senate substitute, provides the foll x rat | 333 
lt I roole ‘lo s value ‘ above 60 cent ar une . . 
duty on wo len ¢ ths al dat above 60 cents per pound, AD mes stures of Gax. hemp. iute. or other veretable fiber. excent 
plus 40 per cent. ad vulorem. Sa h fi ; ott 
n, rot which f ax, hemp, jute, or other vegeta efi r, except cott 
That is paragraph 354, Schedule K, which I read: COMpOReNs mAsEeAAs CF ele f value F t specially enumerated or provided f 
- See : 7 ; : ; | this act, valued at 5 cents per pour r less, 2 cents per d; valued a 
7 354. Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every de- | cents per | yund, 40 per cent. ad valorem. , 
a scription, made wholly orin part of wool, worsted, the hair of the goat paca, | ? : / oilee Ps 
oa or other animals, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, valued Mr. ALDRICH. ibat paragraph does not apply to the arti 
: at not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound, andinaddition thereto | ynder consideration at all. 
| 35 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at above 40 cents per pound, and not exceeding Mr. COCKRELI I granh : follow 
60 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valor valued at | — me Eekshte SEAEIAPE Gov 1S BS LOMO 
above 60 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 40 per | 25 Brown and bleached linen cloth containing not 1! than one hu ed 
cent, ad valorem. be aa: threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 35 per cent. ad valores 
4 The same applies in regard to flannels, etc. by that tl : ; tati . ‘ ' 
4 ; ; | ile says thi ey have no importations under this paragraph 
q All of the above being over 60 cents } pound, the amount ofesti- - AT ; a ‘ es ¥ —— 7 - sp Bray 
4 mated duty in the table of October 11,* is placed at ; $7,531. 853. 64 | > \LDRICH. He does not Say they have any i nportations 
a House bill 9051 provides 40 per cent. ad valorem, which computes Mr. COCKRELL. He does not say hey h Ave any yrtations, | 
q on above . eo seesenes rteteesereumasacseca tenses enene + 4,008,948.26 | they have no description of that kind in the pres und the 
Showing excess under Senate substitute as Lave 3 599 oon 93 | fore the imported merchandise that may be included in that parag i 
; . : ; : a ig t denionated in tha nresent imnortations Then he save t 
There is no record of the importation of any woolen cloths valued at less than | 5 BO’ Gesig nated in the present importations. Phen he says t 
4 60 cents per pound. places them under the paragraph which I read, paragraph 333 
3 7 ‘ = » N sDRIC efore the Senator leaves that point sh to 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that a fair statement, or uae a : a oa t] _ Tha ch a te p int I wish t 
inf af 4} :  e.4tes! gest to him the efie hat. 1e Chief of the Bureau of Statist 
3 does he understand that the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics meant to | © +] oo a ee eee ae = a 
; ; saving the ormation upon which he can base an it ‘cent ind. 
‘ be understood that there were no importations of any woolen goods | "0° 04V8S ‘ne Information upon which he can base an intelligent jud 
4 below 60 cents a pound ? . . ment as to how much of one or the other of these articles would be 


ACHE > aks . ‘ : . imp > laces them all at the highes ate That is what 
14 Mr. COCKRELL. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, as the me sawn P "thi tem all a "e highest rate. That is what | 
\ : 1 » : : faul rit in this statement he ef of the bur yi st tr 
Senator well knows, can have no personal knowledge of all these de- | "4° W783 #2 tm OS, 25 Se Ses er tne ar pinto 


. . > ‘ : snded t. . le arhicl ly natos feome Mion * nresented 
tails of business; no human being can; he acts upon what his subor- had appended to the table which the Senator from M s _— 





dinates in the office farnish him after they have gone through with all | * a Chae 2 was siaply 8 gm ue te Rew eer ane oe 
these details. He says that there is no record in his office of the im- | new anne “ anotin 2 ae pan persem, ee ee See ee 
4 portation of any woolen cloths valued at less than 60 cents per pound. ; 5 ry oe had ee “er Geeta lll 
4 Mr. ALDRICH. I only speak of the chief of the bureau as the 1 Acergpar ~ mags oh dewwer-—ep->g Aegean [a 2 ee ee 
sponsible head of the office. What I asked the Senator is whether he | tb - — . oo. 
himself believes that is a fair statement. Here are the importations aw ae a 

. himseil 





J of wooien goods valued at below 80 cents a pound under the classifica- | **. ce ae 
4 tion of the present law. Saar 
f arurti’ ‘ , . way a maniiestiy uniair 
Mr. COCKRELL. We have nothing to do with that. This is 60 | @&DUeSUY uniair,ate ' ‘ 
ents a pound Mr. COCKRELL. TheChief of the Bureau of Statist 1CCO] tied 
‘ : . oe theea tahles with a full exrnilanati hich the Senator will not cis 
Mr LDRICH. Then the Senator does not understand the state- | ;° — 7 5 ry ere _ oe se cat : 
. . . ver ry redi »¢ f m the tee nr sl her the » r 
ment from which he is reading. The present law makes a division | },.. ~~ _ Se ee ae eee a 7" 
i : RECORD, page 10449. He says: 
: * Prepared by this bureau in regard to the present tariff law, House | i 
4 proposed Senate substitute. 








ill, and Notes: This table shows a defi 
i 1.41 in the duty collected on dutiable merchandise Ww (S47. as revorted ia the 


iency of $389. } alue P and $220,- 
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annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. This difference is princi- 
pally due to the omission from this table of dutiable merchandise ($177,909.59) 
withdrawn free of duty from warehouse and of merchandise not dutiable under 
any of the schedules. If these amounts had been included, the average ad va- 
lorem rate of duty under the present laws would be 47.10 instead of 47.07 per cent. 

The interpretation of House bill 9051 is that of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, House of Representatives, as published by the clerk of that committee, 
and of the Senate substitute that of the Senate subcommittee on tariff, 

The values and duties under both House bill and Senate substitute are com- 
puted on the importation of 1887, without speculating upon any possible in- 
crease or decrease consequent upon a decrease or increase in the rates of duty 
imposed by the proposed bills, The computations have been made as accurate 
as practicable, but in many cases under the Senate substitute a calculation was 
made impossible by the change from an ad volorem to a specific rate of duty. 
In such cases no account has been taken of the proposed change. 

WM. F. SWITZLER, 
Chief of Bureau, 











TREASURY DePARTMENT, 

Bureau of Statistics, October 9, 1588, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The last statement the Senator read shows con- 
clusively that the chief of the bureau did not intend to be understood 
as the Senator now understands him in regard to his explanation. He 
says where these changes have been made no account has been taken 
ofthem. ‘That is why I find fault with him, that wherea change was 
made so that neither the bureau nor anybody else could tell the exact 
provision of law, he sends that statement here as though no change had 
been made, and as though he had accurate information on which to 
base it, and accompanies it by no explanation and no statement that it 
was simply an estimate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I proceed to read the explanation of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics. He says: 

The amounts of§duty carried out in bureau table of October 11, as estimated 


under House bill and Senate substitute, are correct, but the excess of Senate 
bill printed as $2,138,412. 78 should read $2,038,412. 78—per cent., 60. 

Which is an excess, according to this table, of just $100,000, and the 
increased percentage is reduced to 60 instead of 62.94. 

4, Attention is called to a typographical or other error on page 107 of the vol- 
ume entitled ‘Comparison of Tariff Schedule, ete., prepared under the direc- 
tion of the Senate Subcommittee on Tariff.” The quantity of steel rails dutia- 


ble under the present law at $17 per ton (on first line of page 107) reads 40,509.563 
tons instead of 49,509.863 tons. 


That is, that much dutiable was imported in 1887. The correction 
of this error will change it to 49,509.863, only an error of 9,000 tons 
in the amount of the dutiable importation of steel rails in 1887. 

The correction of this error will change the bureau table of October 11 on line 
“railway bars’ to read— 

This is not the fault of the bureau in getting the column opposite 
“‘railway bars’’ wrong. It was the fault of the committee that those 
figures were made incorrectly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are not engaged in carrying on a bureau of 
statistics. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all very true; but the calculation was 
made upon your own figures. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as railway bars are concerned. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As to railway bars, and you made a mistake. 

The correction of this error will change the bureau table of October 11, on 
line “ railway bars,” to read— 


| Amount. Per cent. 





Duties collected— 


ee me 54.57 

IIIS TE vesenctestenttsterctinniviscinuinanatels 777, 672. 29 77.74 
Excess of duties— , 

CP RN IU cece cirenssvesins rasnscencvtansinnenamertedenpaned 65, 675. 20 7.79 

OE GIS Bi eahitctise seve tence teencesiosiinintntctadtiavnaittie 231, 819. 25 42. 47 





W. F, SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Statistics, October 15, 1838. 


I desire to state that I made that correction yesterday. I discovered 
it yesterday and I made that correction in this table of percentages as 
it was published in my remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was undoubtedly an error in printing, making 
an 0 instead of a 9. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desired simply to make these statements. The 
Senator complains of the percentages on woolen cloths. There is an 
increase and a decrease. So it isin cotton cloths. That necessarily 
changes the percentages; but I insist that these figures are correct, 
based upon the best interpretation that could be given to the law. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized and directed to con- 
tinue, during the recess of Congress, the investigation of such revenue matters, 


including House bill 9051, as have been referred to it by resolutions of the Sen- 
ate, subject to the authority conferred by said resolutions. 


Mr. ALLISON. J will say briefly —— 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that go over until to-morrow. I will see the 
Senator about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me—— 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, certainly. Make your explanation. 

Mr. ALLISON. My explanation is simply this. There are some 
matters that the Committee on Finance desire to investigate further 
respecting trusts. Two or three investigations we cenld not complete 
before reporting the bill, and that is one of them. Then the plate- 
printing matter is only half finished. The subcommittee hope to take 
testimony before we convene here again. The resolution is for the 
purpose of authorizing these two things to be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit come up in the morning. I will see the 
Senator and talk with him about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to ask the Senator about the testimony 
that has been taken. I have been furnished with one volume. Will 
there be another volume out soon? 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the whole is in print now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two volumes are now ready. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will all be ready for distribution in a very short 
time, probably to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam exceedingly anxious to get it so as to send 
it to the public bindery to have it bound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in the folding-room of the Senate to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can assure the Senator that he will get it to-day 
or to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution goes over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri objects 
to the present consideration of the resolution. It lies over under the 
rules. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, October 19, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October 12, 1888. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Medical Inspector Michael Bradley, a resident of Pennsylvania, to 
be a medical director in the Navy, from the 19th of June, 1888. 
Surg. Theoron Woolverton, a resident of New York, to be a medical 


| inspector in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 


Passed Asst. Surg. Howard Wells, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be 
a surgeon in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 

Medical Inspector Adrian Hudson, a resident of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be a medical director in the Navy from the 10th of July, 
188s, 

Surg. Charles H. White, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a medi- 
cal inspector in the Navy from the 10th of July, 1888. ; 

Passed Asst. Surg. James H. Gaines, a resident of Maryland, to bea 
surgeon in the Navy from the 10thof July, 1888. 

Medical Inspector Newton L. Bates, a resident of New York, to bea 
medical director in the Navy from the Ist of September, 1888. 

Surg. George W. Woods, a resident of California, to be a medical 
inspector in the Navy from the Ist of September, 1888. 

Passed Asst. Surg, Daniel N. Bertolette, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy from the Ist of September, 1888. 

Surg. Frank L. DuBois, a resident of Pennsyivania, to be a medi- 
cal inspector in the Navy from the 15th of September, 1888. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, a resident of Maryland, to be a 
surgeon in the Navy from the 15th of September, 1888. 

Surg. George H. Cooke, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a medical 
inspector in the Navy from the 15th of September, 1888. 

Passed Assist. Surg. Frank B. Stephenson, a resident of Massachu- 
setts, to be a surgeon in the Navy from the 15th of September, 1888. 

Paymaster George A. Lyon, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a pay 
inspector in the Navy from the 15th of September, 1888. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster John W. Jordan, a resident of Florida, 
to be a paymaster in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 

Assistant Paymaster Rt. T. Mason Ball, a resident of Virginia, to be 
a passed assistant paymaster in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 

Lieut. Commander John K. Winn, a resident of Massachusetts, to be 
a commander in the Navy from the 31st of March, 1888. 

Lieut. Clifford H. West, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy from the 31st of March, 1888. 

Lieut. Frank J. Milligan, junior grade, a resident of Tennessee, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy from the 3ist of March, 1888. 

Ensign Philip V. Lansdale, a resident of Maryland, to be a lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy from the 31st of March, 1888. 

Lieut. John P. Merrell, a resident of Michigan, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy from the 28th of May, 1888. 

Lieut. Albon C. Hodgson, junior grade, a resident of Georgia, to be 
a lieutenant in the Navy from the 28th of May, 1888. 

Ensign Horace W. Harrison, a resident of the District of Columbia, 
to be alientenant, junior grade, in the Navy from the 22d of May, 1888. 

Ensign William S. Benson, a resident of Georgia, to be a.lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy from the 28th of May, 1888, 

Lieut. James M. Helm, junior grade, a resident of Tennessee, to be 
a lieutepant in the Navy from the Ist of June, 1888, 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL 


| 
Ensign William V. Bronaugh, a resident of Kentucky, to be a lieu- 
tenant, junior grade, in the Navy from the Ist of June, 188%. 
Lieut. Joseph G. Eaton, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a lieu- | 
tenant-commander in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 
Lieut. William G. Cutler, junior grade, a resident of Nevada, to 
be a lieutenant in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 
Ensign Frank M. Bostwick, a resident of Wisconsin, to be a lieuten- | 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy from the 19th of June, 188s. 
Lieut. Cameron McR. Winslow, a resident of Massachusetts, to be a 
lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy from the Istof July, 1888. 
Ensign Walter M. Constant, a resident of Indiana, to be a lieuten- 
ant, junior grade, in the Navy from the Ist of July, 1888. 
Lieut. Charles Laird, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant 
grade. in the Navy from the 28th of September, 1888. 
Ensign James H. Oliver, a resident of Georgia, to be a li 
junior grade, in the Navy from the 28th of September, 1888 
Passed Assistant Engineer George E. Tower, a resident of New York, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy from the 30th of June, 1887. 
Passed Assistant Engineer Hugh H. Cline, a resident of Marylanc, | 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy from the 2d of December, 1887. 
Assistant Engineer Theodore F’. Burgdorff, a resident of New Jersey, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy from the 22d of June, 1886. 
Assistant Engineer William R. King, a resident of Maryland, to be 
a passed assistant engineer in the Navy from the 17th of March, 1887. 
Assistant Engineer Frank H. Eldridge, a resident of Ohio, to be a 
passed assistant engineer in the Navy from the 30th of June, 1887. 
Assistant Engineer Charles C. Kleckner, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to bea passed assistantengineer in the Navy from the 30th of June, 1887. 
Assistant Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy from the Ist of July, 1887. 
Assistant Engineer William B. Dunning, a residentof New York, to 
be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy from the 2d of December, 
1887. 
Assistant Engineer Kobert I. Reid, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be 
a passed assistant engineer in the Navy from the 19th of June, 1888. 


junior 


eutenant. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate October 18, 1888. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
E. P. Earle, of Alabama, to be consul of the United States at Cognac. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, October 18, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by Hon. S. 8. Cox, 
who directed the reading of the following communication: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., Oclo%er 18, 13*8. 


Sir: Hon. S. S. Cox is designated to preside as Speaker pro temporé-at the 
session of the House to-day. 
J.G. CARLISLE 


Hon, Joun B. CLarK, , 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnspert, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk will read the Journal of the 
proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, before the Journal is read, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Speaker pro tempore to paragraph 1 of 
Rule I. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
the paragraph of the rule referred to by the gentleman from New 
York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker shall take the Chair on every legislative day precisely at the 
hour to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately 
call the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, having previously ex- 
amined and approved the same. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I merely call the attention of the 
present occupant of the chair to the language of the rule, in the ab- 
sence of the Speaker of the House, that on the appearance of a quorum 
the Journal of the preceding day shall be read. I am unwilling that 
certain members of this House shall absent themselves from its ses- 
sions while other members, like myself, have sat here and been in at- 
tendance day after day since the session began in last December. We 
have had one or two motions presented looking to the adjournment of 
this body. They have been treated somewhat captiously, I take it: 
and I think it is now time that weshould come to some reasonable ar- 
rangement and definite conclusion as to whether we shall be parties to 
& waiting political game or adjourn the House properly and in order, 
there being no quorum present, 

I believe the Speaker of the House, whatever his engagements else- 
where—and there is no reason because of illness for his absence—ought 
to preside over the deliberations of this skeleton House as long as the 
members present are willing to sit here doing a skeleton business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of order. 
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Mr. FARQUHAR. I feel, and I state that it is only a disgrace, 
but it is an affront to the intelligence of the Congress, to have two insig- 


not 
nor 


nificantly attended bodies, as are now in session, kept in attendance 
here waiting patiently on the movements of part 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ti rises 
to a question of order, and will state it 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order that the tleman 


here is nothing to disclose 
the absence ofa quorum, and I make the point of order that ! 
of order. 


e€ 18 out 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, with all due deference, I think I 
do present a question of the very highest privilege Che Chair will 
bear witness 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the regular order: 

Mr. FARQGUHAR. The Chair will bear me witness 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the gentleman from New York to order, 
[ have demanded the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I have called the attention of the Chair to the 
rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask a decision of the point of order I have 
made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The Chair will decide th que stion, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Very well. 

The SPEAK ER pro te mpore. The Chair does not count the Ho ise, 


and can not tell officially whether a quorum is present or not. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. But, Mr. Speaker, when the attention of the 
Chair is called to the fact that a quorum is not present, is it pot the 
duty of the Chair to determine that question before the Journal is read ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no record to disclose the ab- 


sence of a quorum, attention having been merely called to the rule, 
and no objection being made to the reading of the Journal. The pres- 
ent occupant of the chair would not like to rule upon such a question 
to change the uniform custom and practice of the House. If the gen- 
tleman from New York would make that point of order when Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE is present perhaps he would entertain the ques- 
tion. 

The regular order is demanded, which is the reading 
The Clerk will read the Journal 

Mr. FARQUHAR. DoTI understand that the Chair has not the af- 
firmative right to determine whether a quorum is present by a count 
of the House ? 

The SPEAKER prot The Chair would not undertak« 
cide upon such a question under such unusual ¢ 
versely to the usage. 


Mr. BAYNE. 


of the Journal. 


to de- 
and ad- 


empore. 


cumstan 


But is it not the duty of the Chair, when the ques- 
tion is raised, to count the House for himself and ertain officially 
whether a quorum is present ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is a nded, which 


is the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. BAYNE. But when the attention of the Chair is called to the 


fact, is it not the duty of the Chair to count the House before the 
Journal is read ? 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. The Chair would not (ie ike to 
change the uniform custom of the House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is custom entitled to greater consideration than 
the rule of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The custom of the House is sometimes 


a rule unto itself, and controls in the absence of a rule. 
Mr. BAYNE. But the custom of the House can not stand in the face 


of the rule where attention is called to the rule. If the custom has 
permitted the reading of the Journal in the absence of a quorum, and 


the rule prohibits it, if attention is called to the rule, the question 
should be decided. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order raised by the 
gentleman, I would state that the presumption is in favor of the pres- 
ence of a quorum until the contrary is shown aflirmatively by the rec- 
ord. Furthermore, as to the criticisms of the gentleman from New 
York, I will state that in ten years of service in this House, or nearly 
that length of time, I have seen no such question ed, although there 
is frequently no quorum present in the morning when the Journal is 
read, even when there is a full attendance of 


members in this city. 
Members are oft« 1 tardy about coming in in the early mornin 


ra 
y 


The gentlemen themselves will admit that their proceeding is un- 
heard of and their criticism unprecedented 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will take my own means of criticising my 
own motives and my own —— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not criticise the gentleman’s motives. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. [I call for the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Idonot intend anything captious in this matte 
but we had better bring it to a decision at once. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is not my purpose to be captious. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed to read the 
Journal. 

The Clerk read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Journal will 


be approved. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. There is objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
object ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
nal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the Journal ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
makes it a matter for a vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. There must be a motion to approve the RecorD, as it 
has been done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will put the question on the 
approval of the Journal. [After putting the question.] The ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, Mr. FARQUHAR, and Mr. BAYNE. 
Division. 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ayes 15, noes 9, but 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR and Mr. FARQUHAR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On consideration, the Chair would say 
that the Speaker should approve the Journal; and in the opinion of the 
Chair it was unnecessary to submit formally to a vote of the House the 
question of approval, no error being suggested and no correction pro- 
posed, The Cierk will read the rule relating to that matter. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

‘The Clerk read clause 1 of Rule I, as follows : 

The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call 
the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Journal of 
the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, having previously examined 
and approved the same. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘‘Onthe appearance of aquorum.’’ The Chair 
will not rule on custom which is opposed by the lawandthe rules. As 
I understood the Chair, he ruled that the custom should be carried out. 
I call attention to a positive rule, and now the Chair takes the rule as 
against the custom. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not decide as to the 
rule. The Chair thought the custom was uniform, and did not under- 
take to change it. No member objected formally to the reading of the 
Journal, and the want of a quorum had not been disclosed by any pro- 
ceeding of the House prior thereto. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I make it as a broad assertion that there is not 
a quorum here, and it has been evidenced by this vote. I care nothing 
about the discussion of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the Chair to decide that the 
Journal is approved by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule seems to require it and the 
Chair so holds. No attempt has been made to change or amend the 
Journal, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no question before the House, 
and the regular order is demanded, which is the call of committees for 
reports. 

The committees were thereupon called for reports. 

CITROUS WATER COMPANY. 

Mr. HUDD.. Mr. Speaker, I was absent when the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was called, and I ask unanimous consent to non-concur 
in the amendments of the Senate to a House bill in relation to a right 
of way across an Indian reservation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water Company right of way across 
Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona, 


Mr. HUDD. Iask unanimous consent that the amendments of the 
Senate be non-concurred in, and that a conference be requested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on non-concurring in 
the Senate amendments, and agreeing to the conference asked. Is 
there objection? 

There was. objection. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 1. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No quorum. I simply want to emphasize that, 
Mr. Speaker, and not to discuss it any further. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Hupp] and the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. FaArquHAR]. 

The tellers reported—ayes 10, noes 1. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

After the count, 

Mr. HUDD. The other side. 
call for the other side. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
cient number having arisen. 


For what purpose does the gentleman 
I object to the confirmation of the Jour- 
Does the gentleman move to amend 


I simply object ; and I suppose that 


The Chair will announce the result as 





[After a pause.] I withdraw the 
The yeas and nays are ordered, a suffi- 
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The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; but before the completion ot 
the call, by unanimous consent, the demand for the yeas and nays was 
withdrawn, further proceedings under the yeas and nays were dispensed 
with, and the motion of Mr. Hupp to non-concur was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill H. R. 7843 
Mr. Hupp, Mr. PEEL, and Mr. NELSON. 

EXTRA COMPENSATION TO HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. lIask unanimous consent to take up the resolu- 
tion providing for an extra month’s pay to the employés. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution, 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc,, That the Secretary of 
the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives respectively are hereby 
directed to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives (including the Capitol police), who are now berne on the annual and 
session rolls of their respective Houses, one month’s extra pay at the compensa- 
tion now paid them by law; and a sum sufficient to pay the same is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which 
sum shall be immediately available. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think the resolution should be lim- 
ited to the House employ¢s. Not that I would do injustice to any other 
class, but resolutions so limited have been passed heretofore, the limit- 
ation being put upon the ground that the Senate employés are already 
paid a larger compensation than the House employés. Then, too, the 
resolution just read embraces a class of employés who have not been 
embraced heretofore in such resolutions. The gentieman has made his 
resolution broad beyond precedent in that regard, and therefore I sug- 
gest that it be modified. I can realize that, from the great length of 
this session, there is a class of our employés who would be done in- 
justice to if we did not allow them some extra compensation, but I 
think the resolution should be properly guarded. Then, as to another 
class of officers of the House, we have already, I believe, made an ap- 
propriation of $1,000 extra to each of the Official Reporters by way of 
reimbursement of extra clerk hire, and I do not think they ought to 
be included now. The resolution seems to me quite loosely worded, 
and, if the gentleman will pardon the criticism, I suggest that be make 
it conform to resolutions heretofore passed concerning extra compensa- 
tion for employés of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I suggest that the gentleman offer an smend- 
ment, 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the gentleman has moved in the matter, I sug- 
gest that he modify his resolution himself. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think that the gentleman who offers this resolu- 
tion in regard to extra compensation for employ¢s of the House ought 
to make the amendments suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and it seems to me particularly appropriate that it should be amended 
so as not to include that very worthy corps of officers for whom extra 
compensation has already been provided. I mean the Official Reporters 
of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. All of them except one have been voted $1,000 
each. One has not, but he has not been here during the whole session. 
I have no suggestions to make beyond stating the facts. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, if these officers have received extra compen- 
sation, it seems to me that they should not be included in a general 
resolution of this kind. Isay if that be so, because although I know 
there was a proposition before the House to make them such an allow- 
ance, I do not know whether it became a law or not. This has cer- 
tainly been a very protracted session; and as to the other officers and 
employés of the House, especially the reading clerks, the journal clerk, 
and all the other clerks of the House who have necessarily been in at- 
tendance at the night sessions which have been so numerous during 
this Congress, I think it is very appropriate that we should pass a reso- 
lution of this character giving them someextra compensation. If there 
ever was a time when it would be appropriate for the House to grant 
additional compensation, this seems to me to be the time. I know 
that when Ihad the honor to be here as a Representative from my State 
some years ago, it was not an infrequent occurrence to adopt a resolu- 
tion of this character even at the end of an ordinary session. 

It has been announced elsewhere, and I believe it is true, that this 
is the longest session of Congress that has ever occurred since the or- 
ganization of the Government. Hence, if there ever was a time when 
the employés of the House who have not already been compensated on 
account of their extra service, should be provided for in a resolution of 
this kind, it seems to me this is such an occasion. I heartily sanction 
the purpose of this resolution, and hope it will meet the concurrence of 
the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have sent up an amendment which I desire the 
Clerk to read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit a remark in reference 
to the compensation of the stenographers ? 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, attention has been called to the 


Is there objection to the present con- 


fact that in one of the appropriation bills $1,000 was voted to each of 
the stenographers of this House. The remarks made this mormming by 
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the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. McMILirn] would seem to im} 
that this was a bonus or gratuity. I wish to say that instead of t 
appropriation of $1,000 being anything in the nature of a bonus to 
these stenographers, it will barely pay, and possibly will not pay, the 
extra expenses which have been imposed upon them at this session to1 
clerk-hire in the copying of their notes, etc. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was not criticising the action of the House in 
making that appropriation, but only calling attention to the fact that 
already two months’ extra pay, ora little more than two months’ extra 
pay, had been given to that class of officers, whereas no such provision 
had been made for these other officers. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. AIII desired was simply to call attention to 
the fact—and I know the gentleman from Tennessee on cxamination 





must concur with me—that the excessive length of this session has 
caused to the official stenographers extra expenses which the $1,000 
voted to each of them in a bill which has not yet become law will not 
cover. 


I wish to say further that when Mr. Edwards, one of the corps of 
Reporters, died, I did all I could to have some littl 
for the family of that man who gave his life in the service of this House 
during our protracted debates on the tariff bill; but not one dollar ot 
appropriation could I get into the appropriation bill. I hope at the 
short session we will make amends for our omission in this matter. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask the gentleman from New York whether the 
family or legal representatives of Mr. Edwards were not included in the 
proposition giving additional compensation to the stenographers ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. AsI understand, the proposition I have in mind 
was met by way of objection by the suggestion that there had already 
been this $1,000 appropriated. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The amount voted to the Reporters w: 
not in fact extra compensation for their services, but mere remunera- 
tion for excessive outlay of money to which they were subjected. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to have this resolution reported again. 
I am not sure that I understood it correctly. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know the exact amount of money 
this resolution involves in the event of its adoption. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the resolution passes in the forn 
was originally offered it will involve an expenditure of al 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment sent to the desk by 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. MILLIKEN] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

“* Not to include the Official Reporters, whose compensation for extra services 
is provided for in the deficiency bill now pending in conference. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Idid not exactly catch the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Maine as to the amount involved in his resolution, on ac- 
count of the confusion prevailing. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I said that if the resolution should pass as origi 
nally presented the amount involved would be abont $40,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then, if it involves that sum, I shall have to o! 
ject to its present consideration. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman will allow me a moment 
before he objects. There is an amendment pending excluding the O 
cial Reporters, and I propose to accept the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.. MCMILLIN], which will exclude from 
the resolution everybody except employés of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That has been the custom. 

Mr. HOOKER, Ifthe gentleman from Maine [ Mr. MILLIKEN] will 
allow me a moment, I wish to make a remark in connection with what 
I said a few moments ago, in order that this matter may be properly 
understocd. The sum which was attempted to be provided in the d 
ficiency bill for the stenographic corps (it has not yet become a law, | 
understand) was intended to reimburse to that corps the expenditures 
they are required to make, they being the only officers of the House 
who make personal expenditures in connection with the discharge of 
their official duties. They are required to pay the expenses of tran- 
scribing their short-hand notes, the expenses connected with attend- 
ance on their rooms, ete., and, as I understand, the sum heretofore 
voted by the House was designed simply to reimburse the actual out- 


e compensation voted 








lay necessarily incurred by the reporters in reducing the short-hand | 


notes to the form in which they appear in the Recorp. If, therefore, 
we vote, as I think we should, this additional month’s pay, I do not 
know that there would be any justice in excluding the stenograph: 
from the operation of the resolution. I deem it proper to 1 ake thi 
remark in view of the suggestion I made before. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that when I drew 
this resolution I understood the circumstances just as they have been 
stated by the gentleman from Mississippi, and that is why the lan- 
guage inclnded the Official Reporters. If I could have my own way, I 
would be glad to have the resolution passed in the shape in which I 


originally presented it; but if it can not be passed without the amend- 


ments indicated by gentlemen who have spoken, then, rather than 
have the resolution defeated, I will accept their amendments. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to restate, Mr. Speaker, my original propo- 


sition, which was to the effect that a custom had originated, by reason | 


of a difference in pay between the employ¢s of the House and the Sen 
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The SPEAKER pro tempor Phe Clerk | report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Res ¢ . That the ¢ < I urn h 
and directed to pay t of th t I to il r 
services rendered in the House cloak , at the rat f $0 per month for the 
resent session of Congre 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am informed that he has 
performed services without compensation; and we all kuow, at least 
on this side of the House, that he has peri wrmed his services exceed- 
ingly well. Having received no pay, if the resolution proposed by the 
gentleman from Maine passes, I think it only right and proper that he 
should be paid for the services actually rendered by him 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the genatl Sy ulow 1 
a moment, and I will afterwards yic 

Mr. SOWDEN 
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but to pay an additional month’s compensation,er, in other words, to giv 


| him pay for thirteen months, when as a matter of fact he rendered le:s 


than eleven months’ service. 
Again, so far as the session employés are concerned, i l of being 
a hardship upon them they are to be congratulated, for they are largely 
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benefited by the prolongation of the session. I know that the pages of 
the House, these little boys, who are receiving $2.50 a day while the 
session lasts, are greatly benefited by its unusual length, and there is 
no reason, and certainly no argument has thus far been advanced by 
the gentleman from Tennessee or any one else, that furnishes any 
ground for giving additional pay to these employ¢sas proposed. Every 
employé of the Senate and the House should be gratified, and would no 
doubt be pleased if the session continued for the full twelve months, 
since he would be correspondingly benefited. So, I repeat, I can see 
no good reason why we should make this additional plunge into the 
public Treasury and abstract therefrom $20,000 to $30,000 to pay for 
services which were neverrendered and the Government never received. 
I repeat, therefore, that the time has come when we should put astop 
to it, and I think this is as good a time as any to break up this custom. 
Let us break up this vicious and expensive system. Let us give every 
man every dollar that he honestly earns, and pay them the salaries 
legally due them, but do not let us take the people’s money and votea 
gratuity to them that is unwarranted by law and pay them for services 
never rendered. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say this resolution is of- 
fered for the very purpose of paying to the employés of this House what 
they have earned, and what they have richly earned. As I suggested 
in some remarks I made a few days ago upon this subject, we have kept 
them here. We could have got up and gone at any time we chose; but 
they have not the slightest control over the time; they are required to 
stay here. 

Now, I have further to say, Mr. Speaker, that extra pay has been 
gfven for extra service to the employés of the Government Printing 
Office; and extra pay has been given for extra services in the Adjutant- 
General’s Office. Clerks in the Departments are allowed a month’s 
vacation with pay during the time they are gone. Now, these young 
men, and these old men who are at work here, as my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] suggested, have been doing an unusually Jarge 
amountof work; and we have caused them to doit. This thing is not 
done without precedent. On the contrary, untillast Congress, just such 
a resolution as this has passed at every session since I have been in 
Congress, and for a long period prior to that. The gentleman from 
io Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] suggests that these employ¢s knew be- 
| forehand what they were to receive, because the law fixed the rate of 

compensation. 

They also knew beforehand that it had been the custom to vote them 
this extra month’s pay, and that that custom had existed so long that 
it had really become almost alaw; and considering the amount of work 

| they have done and the length of time they have been confined here I 
| think it is nothing more than just. I have heard gentlemen stand up 
he in the House time and again during this session and talk of the hard- 
3 ships of laboring men and say we should liberally compensate the labor- 
4 ing men. Now, if there are anywhere in this country any men who 





labor more assiduously than the men whose names are included in this 
i resolution, I should like to see them produced. 
. Mr. SOWDEN. I object to the consideration of this resolution at 
this time, for the reasons already given by me why it should not pass. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will let 
them have consideration of their bill, and that they should have the 
if voice of the House upon its passage. 
; The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist upon his ob- 
jection ? 
Mr. SOWDEN, I insist upon the objection. 
: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
: A message from the Senate, by Mr. JOHNSON, one of its clerks, an- 
\ nounced to the House that the Senate had passed a resolution fixing 
} the date of final adjournment on Saturday, the 20th day of October, 
1888, at 1 o’clock p. m., in which it requested the concurrence of the 
House. 
EXTENSION OF LEASE OF BUTLER BUILDING. 
Mr. SHAW. [ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
resolution now in the hands of the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims and the 
Committee on the Eleventh Census be authorized to continue the oceupancy of 
the rooms now used by them in the Butler Building during the remainder of 
the present Congress, and that the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to pay 
rent for the same out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate now being 


paid. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. NEWELL, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill 
(H. R. 11599) to authorize the Postmaster-General to rent a suitable 
‘building in the city of Washington to be used as a mail-bag repair 
shop, and for other purposes. 

, The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
rt of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of the two 
whe on the amendments of the House to the bill (H. R. 8074) to pro- 
vide for allotment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamies 
in the Indian Territory. 
EXTENSION OF LEASE OF BUTLER BUILDING. 
Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of that resolution I will 
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state that the House some time ago authorized the lease of these rooms 
for these respective committees during the present session of Congress, 
and the lease, unless it be extended by the House, will terminate with 
the present session. The House also authorized the furnishing of these 
rooms, which has been done at an expense of $400. The rooms were 
carpeted and provided with the necessary furniture. Of course, if this 
lease is not extended the furniture will have to be removed; and the 
Clerk has informed me that he has no place to storeit. In addition to 
that, these committees will have duties to discharge during the next 
session of this Congress; and it seems to me it would be good policy 
to extend the lease, as there is but a short time intervening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I call up the resolution just received from the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
for my colleague 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Kentucky [Mr. SToNeE]. 

PAYMENT OF EMPLOYFS FOR OCTOBER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, instructed to pay the of- 
ficers and employés of the Senate and of the Houseof eepssuntathoads including 
the Capitol Police, for the month of October, 1888, on the 20th day of said month. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution ? 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYES. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 232) which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 
the session employés of the Senate andthe House of Representatives salaries for 
the full month of October, and that the amount of money necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this resolution be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, this simply covers the unexpired 
portion of the present month. The amount required to make the pay- 
ment will be quite small, and I do not believe there can be any objec- 
tion to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to hear the resolution reported again 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I see no objection to that. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittee as 
they may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation, for the 
purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee in ad- 
vance of the next regular session, to be convened at such time as the chairman 
of such committee may order. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WALKER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. PEEL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BARRY (on motion of Mr. HcoKER), indefinitely, on account 
of indisposition. 


Before you do that I want to ask leave of absence 





The Chair will recognize the gentleman 


The Chair hears none. 


Is there objection to the consideration 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 11599) to authorize the Postmaster-General to rent a 
suitable building in the city of Washington to be used as a mail-bag 


repair-shop, and for other purposes. 


Is there objection to the present con- . 
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ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration 
the resolution which has just been received from the Senate, and ask 
that it be reported by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, The Chair will lay before the House 
the concurrent resolution on final adjournment, which will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, October 18, 1388 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 


their respective Houses adjourned without day on Saturday,the 20th day of 
October, at 1 o’clock p.m. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
McMILLIn | has the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the amendment be read for information. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthis Congress take a recess from Saturday, October 27, at 
until 12 o'clock noon, November 12, 1888. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution received from the 
Senate and just read looks to the closing of this extraordinarily long 


| Mr. 


’p.m., 


and what by the Senate, are not inappropriate on this cccasion. I shall 
therefore ask the indulgence of the House briefly. 


One of the great questions that came before this body on its assem- 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I cannot yield further; the gentleman will have 
his time 

Mr. PETERS. I was going to make this suggestion 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Lrise to a parliamentary question: Is the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee speaking in his own time for an hour ? 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has an hour to discuss 
the resolution. If the previous question should not be ordered, the 
Chair, at the conclusion of the gentleman's remarks, will reco e 

} some gentleman on the other side for an hour 

Mr. McMILLIN. In chemical schedule A, according to the impo 
tations of 1887, the values imported were $5,041, 574.54; t dutie 
were $1,429, 211.31. The estimaced duties under the S substi 
tute would be $1,409,932.01. The present rate of duty is 29.53 per 
cent.; under the substitute it would be #7.96 per cent. In that case 

| there is a reduction of the revenues of les¥ than $100,000 

In the earthen and glass ware schedule, the importations of 1887 
were $6,322,000, the duties $3,516,000. The estimated duties under 
the Senate substitute are $3,252,000. The present rate is 55.60 per 
cent.; the rate under the substitute would be 51.92 percent. [ut it 
is proper to say concerning this schedule that both the House bill and 


bling was the reduction of taxation, a reduction which the business in- | 


terests of the country demanded, which the people themselves, in their 
individual capacity as tax-payers, demanded, and which the best inter- 
ests of the Government, in every sense, demanded. More revenue was 


being collected than was necessary, and how to reduce that revenue | 


was the question to which the House addressed itself until it passed 
the bill reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, and is the 
question to which the Senate has addressed itself since thattime. Each 
body has proposed a measure of relief, or what it claims to be a meas- 
ure of relief. Those members of the Ways and Means Committee who 


were here thought it necessary to make an investigation into the mer- | 


its of the proposition reported by the Senate so as to determine what 
relief it would probably afford and what its real effect would be. 
Through the very efficient work of the clerk of that committee, Mr. 
Henry Talbot, and Mr. Doyle, of the Treasury Department, aided by 
such other assistants as were deemed necessary, we have come to a con- 
clusion as te what the effect of the Senate bill would be; and with the 
indulgence of the House I will now make a very brief comment upon 


$56,000,000. 


it, taking as the basis of what I say the results developed by this in- 


vestigation. 

The Senate bill has changed the rates of duty and the classifications 
so extensively and in such ways that it is difficult to make the calcu- 
lations as to what will be its operations; but from the best data that 
can be obtained and the most accurate calculations that could be made 


the following may be given as asummary of the effect of that bill upon | 


the revenues, should it pass. 

There are fourteen of these schedules, and out of these fourteen 
schedules the duties on eleven wili be increased by the Senate bill, ac- 
cording to the importations of the last fiscal year. Taking these as a 
basis of calculation the changes proposed by the Senate would increase 
the duties on eleven of these fourteen schedules. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman will allow me to ask fhis 
question: Is not the increase of duties liable to reduce revenue ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that it is possible 


to make import duties absolutely prohibitory, and thereby increase the | 


taxes of the people and utterly cut off revenue for the Government. 
That can be accomplished; and if the gentleman confesses that to have 
been the object of the Senate, there is no doubt that they have accom- 
plished their object in a wonderfully successful degree. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I deny that it has been the 
object of the Senate to increase the taxes of the people. This whole 
business has been gone over so much that if the gentleman favors the 
passage of this resolution he had better make his remarks short. 

_ Mr. McMILLIN. If it does not increase the revenues and does not 
increase taxation—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I mean just what I have said. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, what will be the effect o1 
these proposed changes? I think it proper the country should know. 
Take, first, chemicals—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
whether an opportunity will be given this side of the House to reply 
to the observations he is now making? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman that I do not pro- 
pose to occupy all the time of the House. It is, of course, at all times 
within the discretion of the House to determine what course it will 
take with any resolution which may be offered. 

Mr. BAYNE. 


| it is repeated. 


| and now reviewed by the Senate Finance Committee that the figures 


[ have no objection whatever to the gentleman elab- | 


orating his views upon the question of adjournment; but, of course, I | 


= — that this side of the House shall be given an opportunity 
reply. A ‘ 

Mr. PETERS. I will simply state now for the information of the 
geatleman, that unless—— 





| greater upon the cheaper goods worn by the pebdple in the 
| cations of life than on the finer commodities. 


| 


: : : | the Se » bill fi . : a. cnet ie the imnporta- 
session of Congress, and | think that a few remarks concerning the ses- | the — bill fix duties upon the coverings containing the imp rta 
sion, the work that was before it, what has been proposed by the House, | “09S, W hich, according to the Tariff Commission's 
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report, amount to 
at least 9 to 11 per cent.; so that when you consider the change made 
as to coverings to meet the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, there is actually no reduction, although I have given credit 
for a reduction in the statement just made. 

In the metal schedule the importations were $17,660,000; the duties, 
$8,115,000. The estimated duties under the Senate substitute would 
be $9,743.000. The present rate is 45.89 per cent.; the proposed rate, 
55.17 per cent. So that on the metal schedule, instead of the people 
getting that relief which they are entitled to receive, they get an in- 
crease of taxation to the extent of about 10 per cent. and an increase of 
revenue of over a million and a half of dollars. 

In the woodenware schedule the importations were $1,060,000; the 
duties, $302,000. The estimated duties are $371,000. The present rate 
is 28.49 per cent.; the proposed rate, 35 percent. This is the relief 
which is given on woodenware. 

We come now to sugar, upon which there is a real reduction made. 
The importations were, in round numbers, $68,000,000; the duties, 
The estimated duties will be $28,000,000. The present 
rate is 81 per cent.; the proposed rate, 41 percent. But by a change 
of the schedule a greater benefit proportionally is given to the manu- 
facturers who are engaged in the sugar trust than is given under ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state to the gentleman that that matter 
was answered yesterday in the Senate quite thoroughly and effectually 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (to Mr. MCMILLIN). Your speech has been 
printed before. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With my friend’s permission, I will take care of 
myspeech. Itistruth that I am uttering, and Ido not care how often 
The Commissioner of Statistics has made computa- 
tions, and arrives at substantially the same reductions stated here 
The difference between the sugar duty and that on other things is that 
about nine-tenths of the increase of price added to sugar goes into 
Treasury, whereas in some of these other schedules where there is an 
increase four-fifths of it goes into the pockets of the manufacturers, 
and not more than one-fifth into the Treasury. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Itgoes to Havemeyer & Co. ; that is whereit goes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have just explained. I am glad my friend is 
aroused on that subject. Under the Senate schedule a greater benefit 
is given to the manufacturer than under the existing law or the Mills 
bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to state that after an examination of all 
the reports made by the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 


thea 
iit 


he gives are too old, having been corrected by later statistics. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I can notyield to my friend, as I[ see 
tience manifested on the part of some members of the House a 
time I shall occupy. Therefore I decline to yield 


some tmpua- 





$to the 


Tobacco: Importations, $10,955, 123.03; present duties, $9,127,758. 2 
estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $11,507,712.23—an 
crease of rate from 83.31 to 105.04. 

Provisions: Importations, $24,315,089.97; present duties, $6,192,- 
126.83; estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $6,801,559. 95, 
an increase of rate from 25.46 to 28.09. The increase of duties is over 
half a million. 

Liquors: Importations, $2,549, 662.24; present duties, $1,929,505.77 


estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $2,596,251.96, an increase 
of rate from 75.06 to 93.98. 
Cotton: Importations, $24,726,037.70; present duties, $10,152,993. 44 


10,356, 856.42, an in 


estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $1 
crease of rate from 41.05 to 41.89. 

It will be observed on comparison of the schedules which have been 
prepared and which have been printed that the has been 


increase Ha be 


rainary avo- 


Hemp, flax, and jute: Importations, $17,301,413.01; present duties, 
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$5,858,031.30; estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $6,785,- 
723.10, an increase of rate from 33.85 to 39.22. s 

Wool and woolens: Importations, $46,212,247.11; present duties, 
$29, 938,893.68; estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $34,322, - 
845.84, an increase of rate from 63.48 to 74.27. Some of these duties 
are raised so high they go from 100 to 225 per cent., the greater increase 
being on the ordinary and the lesser on the finer grade of goods. So, 
instead of giving cheaper woolen goods, the Senate bill proposes to in- 
crease the cost, and instead of allowing the manufacturer to have his 
wool at 10 cents a pound, as he gets it now, the Senate proposes to 
make the duty 11 per cent. 

Silk goods and silk: Importations, $31,264,276.48; present duties, 
$15,540,300.70; estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $16,002, - 
094.04, an increase of tate from 49.73 to 51.18. 

Books and papers, etc.: Importations, $35,724,436.31; present du- 
ties, $818,583.21; estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $893, - 
109.88, an increase of rate from 22.91 to 25. 

Sundries: Importations, $10,568,347.25; present dutics, $2,948,- 
510.12: estimated duties under the Senate substitute, $3,104,501.84, 
an increase of rate from 27.89 to 29.37. 

I have gone through the schedule and the aggregate stands in this 
way: Total importations, $270,489,951.42; present duties, $152,456, - 
739.14; while under the proposed law, includingsugar, there would be 
received $135,291,638.10; taking out sugar and computing the balance 
of the schedule there is an increase instead of a decrease of duties, so 
making the deductions of duties estimated by the Senate bill of $17,- 
165,101.04, 

The duties remitted by the free-list on this bill are $5,828,074.65, 
and the duties remitted by the prohibitory features of the bill are 
$600,020, making in all a tariff reduction (instead of the bill we sent 
to the Senate), a proposed reduction of $23,593,195. And adding to 
that, Mr. Speaker, the free alcohol in the arts, the whole bill—that is 
if no more alcohol is used in the arts than is used at present—the whole 
relief afforded by the Senate bill in round numbers will not exceed 
$30,000,000, while in their report they themselves admit that the peo- 
ple are entitled to relief of from sixty-five to seventy-five millions ot 
dollars. Instead of this they give but $30,000,000. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘They make it the amount of the surplus. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, itis not. It disposes of the accumulations, 
but what becomes of the vast sum in the Treasury that ought to be got- 
ten out, and the accumulations ? 

Mr. PETERS. Why, pay that out on the public debt. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ladmit that the only remedy. if theaccumulation 
now in the Treasury is used in the demands of the Government and the 
increase hereafter, is in the payment of the public debt. But, Mr. 
Speaker, the people have a right while they are paying their honest 
debts to be exempt from additional payment of $29,000,000 for every 
$100,000,000 that is paid. 

Mr. PETERS. But we have the 4} per cent. bonds falling due in 
1891, and they are only one-eighth. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
not take away from the Secretary of the Treasury the credit for the sav- 
ing he has made in bond purchases. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the people ought not to be required to pay 
$29,000,000 more as bonus on each $100,000,000 bonds paid for. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is only a question whether you will continue 
the interest to coming generations or whether you will pay it off now 
when you have the money. Every businessman who conducts his busi- 
ness properly will take up his notes and pay them off whenever he has 
the means in hand to do so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the people ought not to be taxed at this high 
rate for the privilege of paying their debts. The remedy I was going 
to suggest is to stop the tax, and upon that question we join issue with 
gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ILhope the gentleman will not take issue with 
the Secretary of the Treasury in paying off the bonds. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will permit me to proceed 
in my own way. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will have his own time. 

I have stated that there was no remedy left to the Secretary of the 
Treasury with the present taxation system taking more money from 
the pockets of the people than ought to be required for the purposes 
of the Government; but I have also said that the real remedy ought to 
be applied here by a reduction of taxation. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives proposed to give to 
the workingmen of this country $6,000,000 of tin-plates free. It does 
not interfere with any industry in the country; it doesnot throw any la- 
borer here out of employment. But the Senate say, ‘‘ Oh, no; the tin- 
plates shall be taxed.’’ By an artful change they are put into another 
schedule where, while they do not pretend to increase the duty, they 
do very largely increase it. Again, we said to the people by the House 
bill that they should have free lumber. The Senate say no, that the 
lumber manufacturers shall continue to derive their thirty millions 
from increase of cost while the Treasury gets butone million. And so 
I might go on through all of these schedules and show that the masses 
of the people get no benefit while the same remarkable state of affairs 
exists in the bill. 
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I will simply cite one illustration. Take the change in the tobacco 
schedule, or the proposition fora change there. Under the provisions of 
this bill reported by the Senate there is an increase of the tax on cigars 
worth $10 a thousand of $12.50, while on finer cigars,smoked by wealthy 


| people, worth $250 a thousand, there is a decrease of the tax of $47.50. 


| 


Then you take the ordinary table-ware. Take a poor article of knives 
worth 50 cents adozen. ‘The tax isincreased from the present rate, 35 
per cent., up to70. ‘Take knives worth $5 a dozen and the rate of duty 
is less, while on a knife worth $20 a dozen there is a still less reduction 
of duty; and when you come to the fine pear!-handle knives worth $40 
a dozen, the duty remains as it is to-day. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I can not yield. 

I might go on through all of these schedules in the same way. The 
gentleman from New York will have his time to make such statement 
as he desires. 

I have cited facts, Mr. Speaker, which show this remarkable state 
of things, that this bill increases the taxation upon articles of necessity 
rather than upon luxuries. 

I call the attention of the House to the following detailed statement 
showing the increases made by the Senate over the existing law. Leav- 
ing out the sugar schedule, the increase on the others is unprecedented, 
considering the circumstances surrounding us demanding a reduction 
instead of an increase. 

The main effort of the Senate seems to have been to raise the rates 
of duty instead of lowering them. When the average tariff rate in 
1882 was only 42 per cent., a tariff commission was appointed com- 
posed of men favorable to a protective tariff—most of them selected 
because they were the representatives of some one of the protected in- 
dustries. 

That commission recommended a reduction of 20 per cent., and said 
that a reduction of 25 per cent. could be safely made; but now, when 
the average rate of duty is more than 47 per cent., the Senate proposes 
an increase on all the schedules except three. Leaving out the sugar 
schedules, the revenues would be vastly increased by the Senate bill. 

The recommendation of President Arthur and Secretary Folger for a 
reduction of taxes has not been heeded; the recommendation of Presi- 
dent Grant for free raw materials has been disregarded; the recommen- 
dation of the Tariff Commission for a reduction of 20 per cent. on exist- 
ing rates, which amounted to over 42 per cent., has been wholly disre- 
garded; the promises made by the Republican platform adopted at 
Chicago in 1884 have been thrown to the winds, and above all and be- 
yond all, the just demands of the people for a reduction of the revenues 
of the Government and the interests of an economical administration 
have been disregarded. And we are told that instead of reducing taxes 
they will increase them. The Senate say that instead of simplifying 
and reducing them, they will complicate them; instead of giving the 
people relief from tariff taxation of about $50,000,000, confessed to be 
right, their whole tariff reductions, as I have said before, amount to 
only about $23,500,000, including the free-list. 

They seem to have adopted the idea that the way to increase pros- 
perity was to increase taxation. The people have waited long for re- 
lief; they can be no longer deluded; they no longer believe that $47 
is paid to labor for every hundred dollars’ worth of goods manufactured; 
nor will they agree to this increase of the tax on the necessaries of life, 
while no corresponding increase, and in many cases a reduction is 
made on luxuries. With the utmost confidence in the intelligence of 
the people to see the right, and their integrity to do it, we place our 
cause in their hands, and are willing to abide the decision they may 
make. [Applause. ] 


cstimates of effect upon the annual customs revenues of Senate substitute 
Sor bill H. R. 9051. 


[Prepared, by direction of the Committee on Ways and Means, by the clerk.] 


SENATE TARIFF BILL. 
To the Committee: 

Your direction to examine the tariff rates of the substitute for House bill 9051, 
reported by the Committee on Finance to the Senate, has been complied with 
so far and with as much exactness as the limited time, numerous interruptions, 
new and involved classifications, and insufficient information would permit. 
Itis believed the estimate is far too liberal in the computation of reductions, 
and that if an occasional reduction has been estimated at less than the facts 
justify, or an increase reckoned as yielding more revenue by the changed rate 
than further inquiry would have done, that ten may be found which err in the 
other direction, and that a strict investigation with the command of fuller data 
would demonstrate that the actual reductions effected by the proposed amend- 
ments to our present tariff legislation would not reach $15,000,000 on the dutia- 
ble-list. 

Out of fourteen schedules under which all dutiable articles are arranged, 
eleven have rates increased, and of the other three, one, namely, earthenware 
and glassware, has been already explained to have been left practically with 
the same rates as under the present law, the reductions having been considered 
to be offset by the re-enactment of the dutiable-package clause, and by many 
it is claimed the package clause will increase rates in this schedule 10 per cent. 
while the reductions are but 5, which would in effect be an increase of 5 per 
cent. in this schedule. Without a more certain basis for calculation it was con- 
sidered best to estimate the reduction as shown on the face of fixed rates, and 
itis so done in the tables. (See Tariff Commission Report, page 13, where it is 
claimed that a rate of 49 per cent. on these goods, with a duty on the packages, 
ete., is equal to a rate of 5) per cent. without such dutiable charges. 

In one other schedule, chemicals, a slight reduction is shown of $80,000, and 
even this would be lessened if various increased rates in paints and some other 
items could be calculated with any certainty. 

The last schedule, and the only one of the fourteen which, taken as a whole, 
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» refined sugars not quite so 

he accompanying tables were tak« ent vy. | sre Y ations be \ 

from the schedule published ing e Committee, except that on \ i sw l be : thie ake @ out 

as explained elsewhere; and tl their interpretations of rates and iter Sma . i : : to 
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Where astriking difference was apparent, asin ileal 5 
= at 35 cents, v 1 
2 the true rat« 
affected were climinated from the calculation. state ‘ t . reas 











h is shown by their schedule to be reduce 
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4 ScHEDute A.—Chemicals. 
1. Acet 1 below 1.047 s. g. is reduced 25 per cent., w that 3 
1ced 60 per cent., or to 4 cents per pound. 

2. Boracie acid, pure, is left at the present rate, 59 per « e s Lis tans ‘ 
cial boracic acid is raised to 100 ps r ad valorem: and I 3 of Id. Sawed I ‘ 
the commercial acid are ten times: ch as the pure 21 \ 
7. Perfumery is reduced from 65.25 per it. to 38.25 ¢ c 














10, 11, 12. Ammonia is increased from to 50 per cent, hig 





law. 

Roman and Portland cements at 
The Wal Portland Ceme1 
1888, said if the duty of 20 pe 
‘* it is probable that this industry will as: 
tries.”’ 

This the House bill dos , 

The rate is not excessive on Portland cement, but putting the sme spe i —— 1 res is rsa r 3 
rate on Roman cement worth only half as much (or iess an Portiand makes neue eo a= - 
the rate on Roman cement 50 per cent., nearly. It has sold in this ; 
75 cents per barrel. Tax 32 cents by the substitute 

3. Oxide of cobalt for bleaching pottery is in ased from 20t 7 per cent ScH LE | 
We import nearly three times as much as is manufactured here. ( . P 3 | 

5. Glue is increased from 20 to 25 per cent. to $3.™ < t ind tr tion « : 7 < 

33. Inks, writing, are changed from 30 per cent. to 40, 50, and 60cents per ga ‘ nge cigars worth $10 1 thous j » nowt 
lon; decreasing rates on some inks and much increasing rates o heaper iverage of $ Wand r cent.. « ut S10 it ¢ 
kinds. Without data no difference is estimated in the tables average of $52.50 per t nd : se of $12.0) ner t an 

45. Orange mineral is increased from 70 to 80 per cent cost 

59. Olive oil, increased from 25 to 38 per cent. $52.50 

63-70. Paints, several new classes are named and rates inged from v tion of an 
lorem to specitic; some increased, but no data for calculation Leaf-tobacco. for wrappers. ! 1 cents per pw : ' 

75. Plaster of Paris, increased from 20 to 21 per cent, per pound, if less than % eent one hundred kk es f ' 3 
‘ Castile soap also raised from 20 to 21 per cent. matra leaf Under the « tit y leaf fit for wrat . ns the w 
: 98, Spirit varnishes are changed from $1.32 per gallon and 40 p to $2 | package or bulk to 75 cents rat 
a per proof gallon and 40 percent. N > data at hand from which to ca 1 { In 18 15.228 * aT a f-tobacco were 7 ted 
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‘ ScHEDULE B.—E ind glassware 
a 99. Brown earthenware is reduc rom 25 per cent. to 20 per cent., a1 
a. tion reckoned at 20 per cent. in the ! port on the House bi 

100, Chinaware, plain and decorated, and al : 





! f the Havana tobacco imported in 1555 were w ' 








s Havana, and the same authority gave over 4,000,000 pounds 1 oI 
IS reduced 5 a 


l her rthe 7 
ii other earthenws 
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to 9 per cent., counting the same way, whilethe re-enactment of the d 
> package clause more than compensates for the reduction, but in the est 
no account is taken of the package clause and credit given for full amount of 
reduction claimed. 

102. Encaustic tiles, now 35 per cent., are raised to 45 per cent., and all fire- | . 7) lof 27 
brick or common brick, when glazed, also raised to 45 per cent “eigen i seo sencto Reser 

107, Bottles, if holding less than 1 pint, are made dutiable at 1} cents per to 75 ¢ om Sean Mh aed 
} pound, and none to pay less than 40 per cent. ai lias —— 

i 112, Cylinder and crown glass, polished, 10 by 15, raised from 2} to 4 
i foot. 

117. Beveled or ornamented glass, increased 10 per cent. in addit 
fixed on plain, of the same kinds, 

118. Plain flint or lime glassware, made 1 cent per pound whenever 
pound exceeds 40 percent.; otherwise to pay 40percent. Taken toget! 
is an evident increase in duties to be received under this schedules 
ug taking into account the package clause, and for lack of more certa 

3 other items, credit is given for the decrease as shown. 
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SCHEDULE C,— Metals. 
34. Chains, less than } inch in diameter, as trace-chains, etc., are ra 

41.37 per cent. to 53.57 per cent. 
C Cotton-ties and hoops for baling, .2 cent more than the hoo; : . rton vi ) } ! an 
| which it is made (1.1 cents), increasing the revenue over $240,000 and raising >| & Co.. of ton, say 2 t ent etter than 35 per cent., and 4 cents is esti- 
2 duty from 35 per cent. to 108 per cent. n t : ut 45 * ¢ 

144, Sheets of iron or steel thinnerthan No. 9 and taggers iron are raised from 73. Hops are increased 12 mx n 
30 per cent. to above 60 per cent., more than doubling the duty, the increase fol- M und ver \ f in 1883. are aga placed on t 
j lowing the thin sheets through the various processes of pickling, cold-rolling, | { at 2 ts per po 1, on { e 
4 ete. ScuEDULE H.—Wines, l ( 
= 145. Cold-rolled steel sheets, thinner than No. 29 wire-gauge, nereased from . . . : . . om 5 
SS 7 ) >» "Or “es > . ad s y £ ; Ll , = st Ww I =, § « 1 CASKS are Ta sed tr ym > ents , cA a per ga n 
41.60 per cent. to 75 per cent.ad valorem, and taggers iron, pickled, etc., from ; : . ‘ man r ‘ 

39.18 per cent. to 61.11 per cent. or from 71 to 8 percent. Champagnes which pay 51 to 5f per ce ees 
4 150. Fence wire rods of steelnow paying 45 per ci at. duty , . ; 

% are raised to .6 cent per pound or 54 per cent. if No an é ; : ; : . ae 
than No.6 to ipounds conta , wl per « yarous , cnat a 

151, Iron and steel re, worth over 10 cents per pound, are raised to 45 per | **."' : — ; 
cent. They now |} specific rates, but the rate proposed is ad valk 1 and ans oy ne . : 
SS higher in all « . pes ‘ . . bp . 
4 153. Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, slabs, die blocks or bla 3 } ets ; ' ‘ S mer iin . 
4 now 45 per cent., are made five-tenths of a cent per pound when valued at : : 
or less, an increase from 45 to 60 and 80 per cent., according to the value of - , 
various descriptions. When the value reaches 4 to7 cents the rate is left at 2 : a PORES Gs ; 
cents, above 30 per cent, on importations of 1887, but above 15 cents in value the > : nds, Cnc! , : ; 7 . . 
rate is changed again to ad valorem, and made 45 per cent., more than doubli as 7 p SEOER, CASS & 2 . . : 
; the present rate of 3} cents per pound. 5 : Ed : 
a 159, Circular-saw plates are increased from 37.32 per cent. to 45 per cent. (fron Cot y r ym 2 : I 
; 4 to7 cents in value), though circular saws are left with only 30 per cent. duty I pou 
g 163. Bronze powder, now 15 per cent., is made 15 cents per pound, equ I 1S. Ce $a i 

: to about 30 per cent.ad valor m. (See Appendix, House bill 9702, first session | present law—not exce 55 isto ‘ 4 
Forty-ninth Congress.) 100 to 150 threads Ot » and ‘ 4 

172. Table knives, now 35 per cent. duty, are made 20 cents per dozen, when iveras m po 
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valued at $i or less; valued at $1 to $3, to pay 50 cents per dozen; and valued at | I: 

5 $3 to $8, to pay $l per dozen; and valued over $8 per dozen, to pay $2 per dozen ‘ ’ 3 
and in addition 30 per cent. on all. It is impossible to accurately calculate th: Stockings, hose, ha se, € : i ery, a changed 
effect of this new classification, but it will be seen that knives worth 5 ents | from 40 per t. toa pound ‘ : ved and 20 
per dozen will under this provision pay 70 per cent. ; those worth $1.50 per doze n reduction on the finer g1 ‘ : cheaper. It is be- 
will pay 63 per cent.; worth $5 per dozen, pay 50 per cent. ; worth $20 per dozen, ev itw crease t revenue t vhat extent it is impos et 
pay 40 per cent. ; and after $0 per dozen value is reached the rate is less t! ate 1 ease is ¢ at ‘ 
present. On the cheapest cutlery imported the rate will be far beyond er 322. Ready-made clot ci reased f ») to 40 per cent 
cent.; the effect has been estimated at an increase of one-half or 52 per cent. H rg sand i plia i ental 

73. Penknives and pocket-knives, rate changed from 50 per cent. to 50 cents r to 45 ‘ I 1 and 15 per cent : y 
per dozen blades and 25 per cent., which leaves the rate unchanged when th ecommend S tary Fairchild to the Committee of Ways iM s 
: import value is $8 per dozen on four-blade knives, but increased on lower grades. | 1886, and es l by n at prices of that dat« 
7 A boy’s 10-cent knife of two blades would have the duty quadrupled; a cheap | rate as under the pres« law rhe other sect 
3 three bladed knife would be raised 200 per cent.,and the average kn i 
mon use be much increased. It is estimated the duties on average re | the Senate bill, 
increased by this provision to 65 per cent., instead of 50 per cent. vided for in the 

181, Double-barreled breech-loading shotguns, rate changed from 35 per the present law 
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ScHEDULE J.—Hemp and flax. 


333. Flax yarns, hemp yarns, and jute yarns, brown and bleached linens, grass 
cloth, sheetings, and all manufactures of flax, etc., are raised from 35 to 4€ per | 
cent.,sail duck from 30 to 40, and seines and gilling twine from 25 to 40 per 
cent. 


336, Linen, laces, embroideries, etc., are increased from 30 per cent. to 50 per | 


cent. 


337. Collars and cuffs for men’s wear, if cotton, are raised from 35 per cent. to | 


15 cents per dozen pieces and 35 per cent.; if in whole or part of linen, 30 cents 
per dozen pieces and 35 per cent. 
540, Oil-cloths for floors, now 40 per cent., are made dutiable at a compound 
rate not much higher as applied to the importations of 1887 
SCHEDULE K.— Wool and woolen goods. 
The changes in classification and the aggregation of items bearing similar 


rates in the Senate schedule made it so difficult to compare rates that for the | 
only time in the tables of estimates their arrangement is departed from and 


one exhibiting details of items substituted. 

rhe names of articles are taken from the home-consumption statement and 
rates proposed by the substitute are added, so that the descriptions are those of 
the present law and the schedule numbers not consecutive, but the items af- 
fected are all included. 

346, Clothing and combing wools are made 11 cents if in the grease, 22 cents 
if washed, and 33 cents if scoured, without distinction asto value. 

348. Carpet wools, valued over 12 cents, are raised to 6 cents, making a total 
increase in raw wools of more than a half million of dollars with reckoning. 

3”). Top waste, garnetted waste, etc., made dutiable at 30 cents per pound, 
the present rate on most of the classifications. 

352. Noils to pay duty as washed wool of the same grade, under ruling of the 
Secretary of February 25, 1887, They now pay duty as washed or scoured, 2ec- 
cording to condition, 

354. Woolen cloths.—A new subdivision reducing the dutiable-value line to 40 
cents per pound, at present rates, but raising those from 40 to 60 cents per pound 
in value to 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent,; that $s, if valued at 42 cents per 
pound to pay 123 per cent. duty. 

Valued over 60 cents per pound, to pay 40 cents pe@ pound and 40 per cent., 
thus raising the average importations of all woolen cloths imported in 1887 of 
the class below 80 cents in value to 102 per cent. duty; total increase on woolen 
cloths, $476,000, 

Shawls raised, the cheapest grade to over 100 per cent., and duties on all 
shawls increased nearly $50,000. 

Woolen manufactures, the cheaper grades over 100 per cent, by the proposed 

rate, and nearly $60,000 increased duties. 

355. Flannels increased over $30,000. 

Blankets and hats changed in ‘classification and rate; a blanket worth 65 
cents per pound would under the proposed rate pay 100 per cent. duty. 

858. Knit goods are classified with ready-made clothing at 40 cents per pound 
and 45 per cent., and the cheaper grade, which now pays 10 cents per pound and 
33 per cent., is thus raised to 258 per cent., an increase of 193 per cent.,as reduc- 
tions of the House bill are counted in the Senate report. On this item of knit 
goods the increase in duties is $180,000. Balmorals are classed in the same way, 
and the rate on the cheaper grade raised to 154 per cent. 

355. Yarns are not mentioned by name, and would seem, therefore, to fall in 
the basket clause; but in the Senate schedule they are classed as not changed, 
save in the bigher grades; but even with this construction adopted, in the esti- 
mates over a quarter million increase is realized and the rate on varns, between 
60 and 80 cents per pound, raised to above 98 per cent. 

354. Worsted goods are increased to 180 per cent. on the cheapest grade to 76 
on the better, and the duties to be realized from the proposed rate over $},000,- 
000 above the present law. 

356. Dress goods, etc., are increased in rate to yield over $700,000 above ‘present 
duties, if composed partly of wool or worsted; and 

2357. Dress goods wholly of wool, etc., increased in rate to over 90 per cent. on 
the cheaper goods, and yield, by proposed rate on importations of 1887, $750,000 
more than the present law, 

358, Clothing, ready made, is increased in rate; as also 

359, Cloaks, dolmans, ete., the latter to 45 cents per pound and 45 per cent., 
effecting an increase of over $100,000. The total increase upon the manufactures 
of wool alone aggregate nearly $4,000,000. The importations of manufactured 
woolen goods in 1887 has been repeatedly estimated at considerably less than 
one-third the consumption. If the theory that the domestic price is raised by 
the duty on all articles on which we depend for any considerable portion of our 
supply from abroad, then the augmentation of price of woolen goods effected 
by the proposed rates would aggregate $12,000,000, or about 20 cents per capita, 
or $1 to the head of each family of five persons. 


SCHEDULE L,—Silk and silk goods. 
The changes in the silk schedule involve a revolution in the system of classi- 
fication and imposition of duty, and embodies in the main a schedule submitted 
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| by the then acting and present Secretary of the Treasury June 14, 1886, to 
Hon. William R. Morrison, chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

This, the Secretary announced, was the result of a series of conferences at the 
Department with representative manufacturers, a committee of the Silk Asso- 
ciation of America, and of the Dry Goods Importers’ Association. 

He further suggests: 

“These rival interests were unable to agree asto rates or the basis of their ad- 
justment.”’ 

These schedules were submitted tothe appraisers of the leading ports, andon 
their views the Secretary further says: 

‘From their replies * * * it will be seen that these officers found objes- 
tions more or less serious to each of the schedules submitted.” 

And commenting on the disagreement the Secretary said: 

“IT confess to much disappointment at the failure of the efforts thus made by 
the Department to secure the co-operation of the business interests most directly 
concerned in formulating a satisfactory measure for the imposition of specific 
| duties on silk.’ 

At the prices of silks at that date the rates were estimated to equal 40 to 50 
percent. Assilks fallin price the rate would correspondingly increase. Sched- 
ule No. 376 is new and 377 also. the latter an increase to 60 per cent., including 

| wearing apparel, etc.,and taking the Senate schedule would increase the duties 
$461,793.34 on this item alone. 
Books, papers, ete, 

379. Blank-books and drawings are raised from 20 to 25 percent. Books ex- 
clusively in any foreign language but English put upon the free-list will effect 
a decrease of revenue, and a definition of limitation on what shall constitute 
periodicals —already free—will have a tendency towards an increase. 

380. Envelopes, now 25 per cent., are made 25 cents per 1,000—a reduction on 
the finest grades so low as to be nearly equivalent to placing on the free-list, 
but not on the cheapest grades. An average reduction is evident, and yet no 
data from which to determine how much, so it was left unchanged in the table, 
being so many times covered by the increase in 

382. Surface-coated papers and lithographs and photographic papers from 15 
and 25 per cent. to 35 per cent., for which evident increase no estimate is made, 
except as contained in manufac tures of paper. which are only counted at 25 per 
cent. 

it is believed that the increase will aggregate $75,000 upon this schedule at 
rates as fixed. 


| 
SCHEDULE N.—Sundries. 
389. Brooms are increased from 25 to 30 per cent. 
398. Ostrich feathers, and other feathers, birds, etc., reduced from 50 to 40 per 
cent, 
399, Fire-crackers changed from 100 per cent. ad valorem to§ cents per pound, 
about the same rate, ; ; 
412, Calf-skins, tanned, and all other not enumerated are increased in rate, 
and 
417. Leather manufactures increased from 30 to 35 per cent. 
418. Shell manufactures increased from 25 to 40 per cent. 
422. Matches changed from 25 per cent. to 10 cents per gross or 1 cent per 
| thousand, but no data as to import prices from which to calculate effect of new 
rate 
429, Pipes, bowls, and cigar-holders have added 72 cents per gross to present 
rates, but no number of these articles imported returned from which to caleu- 
late increase. 

432. Buttons, except silk, have added 2 cents per line per gross to present 
rates. 

435. Freestone, granite, ete., rough, from $1 per ton to 14 cents per cubic foot; 
and 

436, Dressed stone from 20 per cent, to 25 per cent, 

FREE-LIST. 

The principal items added to the free-list by the substitute are— 

630. Molasses testing not above 56 degrees, yielding in 1887, $1,496,690. Sugar 
drainage and sweepings made dutiable as sugar or molasses, according to test, 
may in part, if not all, come in free under this provision. 

487. Braids, laces, ete., for hats, bonnets, etc., paying, in 1887, $822,704 duties, 
are also made free. 

678, Opium, crude, yielding a revenue of $468, 153 is made free and opium pre- 
pared for smoking is prohib ited, still further reducing the revenue by $600,000, 
as measured by the importations of 1887. : 

550 to 556. Jute, manila, and other fibers, and floor matting made free, de- 
crease the revenues about "$2,000,000. 

544, Ostrich and other feathers paying $511,000 are made free. 

510, Coal-slack or culm is placed on the free-list. Some controversy seems to 
have risen as to whether this would make all coal free, but in the copy fur- 
nished this committee, only culm or slack could be construed to be made free, 
and only $10,000 is estimated as the reduction effected by this section, and even 
this would be undisturbed if, asisannounced, it is the purpose to restore all coal 
to the dutiable list. 


Recapitulation. 


Schedules. 


A.—Chemicals...... 
B.—Earthen and glass ware.. 
C.— Metals ..........00.000000 enecness . 
D.— Wooden ware 
E,.—Sugar........ 
F.—Tobacco.... 
G.—Provisions... 
H.—Liquors . 
J. — Cott on .......ceceeeseees 
J.—Hemp, flax, and jute, . 
K.—Wool and woolens.. 
L.—Silk goods and silk... 
M.— Books, a" ete.. 
N.—Sundries ........ bée 






Cand Qt cass kissisicecctsnitieiien cues <pheseee tame sibe punsbsoesevedhuveubiaeniienanel ephpunnts 


Duties remitted by reductions 
Duties remitted by free-list..... 
Duties remitted by prohibition (opium).. 
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| Importations in 1887 of arti- | Average ad valorem 











| cles affected by the Senate Estimated fate. 
|} substitute. duties under 
ae ae a | the Senate iad : 
| substitute. ‘ 
Values. ee Duties. oe | — 
$1,489, 211.31 | $1,409,982.01 | 29.53 27.96 
| 6,322,113.81 | 3,516,159.62 | 3,282, 446.50 | 55. 61 51.92 
‘| 175.660, 960.51 . 115,310.97 | 9,743,397. 65 | 45. 89 65.17 
.| 1,060, 542, 32 302; 226. 39 $71,179.31 | 28. 49 | 35. 00 
..| 68,940, 157.07 | 56,527,124.54 | 28, 284,208.17 | 81.99 41.02 
.| 10,955,123.03 | 9, 127,758.26 | 11,507,718. 23 83. 31 105. 04 
.| 24,315,089.97 | 6,192,126.83 | 6,831, 393.95 25. 46 28.09 
2,549, 662.24} 1,929,508.77 | 2,396, 231.96 75. 66 93. 98 
Sada 24. 726,087.70 | 10, 152,993.44 | 10,356, 856. 42 41. 06 41.89 
17, 301.413.04 | 5,858.031.30|  6,785,723.10 33. 85 39. 22 
46, 212, 247.11 | 29,938,893.68 | 34,322, 845, 84 63. 48 74,27 
31, 264, 276.48 | 15,540,300.70 | 16,002,094. 04 49. 73 51.18 
‘| 3,572) 436, 31 818, 583. 21 893, 109. 08 22.91 | 25. 00 
pa ioeaeaaentis | 10,568, 347. 25 | 2,948,510.12 | 3, 104,501.84 27.89 | 29, 37 
pisos seceee! 270, 489, 951. 42 | 152, 456,739.14 | 135,291,638. 10 56. 36 | 50. 02 
135.291) 638.10 | | 
by sbea sesesvees] 17,165,101. 04 | 
Ca : | "5.828.074. 65 | 
pin coscinil ullinn its sveessavecentel 600, 020. 00 | 
piosceree coseussoalanboneasbmectassbsoonnd 23, 598, 195. 69 | 
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Articles. 


ScHEDULE A.—Chemicals, drugs, ete 


Acetic acid 

Acetic acid, exceeding 1.04 

Boracic acid, commercial 

Boracic acid, pure perhagvaneaeee 

Chromice acid .. 

Tannic acid , ‘ 

Alcoholic perfumery..... 

Alcoholic compounds......... 5 

Alizarine assistant 

Ammonia, carbonate 

Ammonia, muriate 

Ammonia, sulphate 

Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper..| 

Camphor, refined 

Roman and Portland cement 
toman and Portland cement, in 
bulk. ccnininenninere { 

All other ceme nt..... sinteinia ey 

Chalk, prepared, precipitated, } 
French, or red...... 


Sw 


All other chalk preparations oa 
Chloroform.. aie peuncess 
Re 
Collodion and all | compounds of) | 
pyroxyline........ | 


< Yollodion, rolled or in sheets, not | 
made up.... > 

Collodion, in finished or - partly | 
finished articles. : 





Ether, sulphuric ........ padgtiiinas a 
Ether, spirits of nitrous......... ae 
Fruit, ethers...... : pend ae 
Oil, cognac pantie wranaaanee 5 


Ethers, not enume ES RE ae 

Extract, log wood, ete 

-- xtract,sumac...... 7 “4, 

Gelatine, glue, etc., not above7 7 cts. ’ 

Gelatine, glue, ete., above 7 cents.. | 

Glycerine, unrefined of 1.75 spe- } 
cific gravity. 

Glycerine, refined . ; } 

Indigo, extracts or pastes of ) 

Indigo carmined..... s 

] 

i 

| 

i 

| 

t 

J 








Ink, writing, in casks, bottles, or 
jugs of 1 pint or more...... . 
Writing-ink, in botUles or jugs of | 

less than 1 pint.. 7 
Writing-ink, otherwise than in 
casks, etc.......... 









Iodine... donenene 

lodoform inande ’ ai j 
Acetate of lead, ‘white..... “i 

Acetate of lead, brown J 

Orange mineral.......0...ccccrccrsceseses sid 
ORIG. vccnccescssensssées seccense seqdseninces A 
Carbonate of magnesia.................... 


Calcined magnesia.... 
Morphia or morphine S 
GS nincclbe eccsconsccncesneseces 
Cod-liver oil 
Croton-oil ........ pores 
Cotton-seed Oil........ccccreccccscersseees : 
Olive oil 
Seal, whale, and othér fish oil... 
Blues,such as Berlin, Prussian,and 
Chinese , 
Blanc-fixe, or satin-white, or arti- | 
SIND IDs cs ccnsnsitsccccseieenscnenies | 
Chrome yellow, green, and other | 
eolors in which lead or bichro- 
mate of potash or soda enters....... { 




















Ocher, ochery earths; sienna, sien- 
na earths; umber, umber earths; 
not specially enumerated when 
issih nbehecnsanescansees sovereudasuidboas 

Ultramarine.......... 

Wash blue containing ultramarine. 

Vermilion, red, or containing 
quicksilver.. - 

Plaster of paris ground or calcined. 

Essences, ethers, extracts, mixt- 
ures, spirits, tinctures, and medi- 
cated wines of which alcohol is 
COMBPOMOMS PRTG... cccccesceseceseseccccces 

Pills, powders, cordials, liniments, 
lozenges, troches, vinegars, ete., 








} 

not specially enumerated ial 
Santonine © sochesenGesnncediiicusbgethntiba | 
RY DOUED os cccvsjnsecenasescscscovssevonennes | 
Sulphur, refined, in rolls............... t 


Sulphur, sublimed, or flowers of... {| 
Spirit varnishes,containing alcohol 


Total chemicals...... 








40 
4l 


42 


67 


68 | 


69 


70 
75 



























































CONGRES 


Existing law 





a ae 


Z 


e.; 2 p.c.ad val 
20 per ct. ad val 
10 per ct. ad val 
20 per ct. ad val 
3 cts. per lb 


‘ 


5 cts. per Ib. . 
> 20 p. ct. ad val 


} 
50 cts. per lb 
20 p. ct. ad val. 


50 cts. per lb 
60 cts. per Ib 
60 cts. per Ib. and 25 


p. ct. ad val 
¢ 50 cts per lb 


2 30 ete. per lb 


§ $2.50 per Ib 
2 $4 per oz 
$1 per Ib..... : 
§ 10 per ct. ad v: val 
? 20 per ct. ad val 
§ Gelatine, 30 per ct 
? Glue, 20 per ct 
§ 2 cts. per lb 

5 cts. per lb 

10 per ct. ad val 
; 10 per ct. ad val 


30 per ct. ad val 


40 cts. ag a 
$2 per Ib. - 

§ 6 ute. per 
2.4 cts. per Ib.. 


3 ets, per lb 

‘3 

5 ets. per Ib......... 
10 cts. per Ib........ 
$1 per OZ ........0..+-. 
80 cts. per gal..... 
25 per ct. ad. val 





| 50 cts, per Ib.......... 


25 cts. per gal....... 
25 per ct. ad val.. 
25 per ct. ad val. 

> 


20 per ct.; 25 per ct 


25 per ct. ad val 


25 per ct. ad val 


+ ct. per Ib......... 
5 cts. per Ib 


20 per ct. ad val,...... 


25 per ct. ad val 
20 per ct, ad val 


50 cts. per Ib... 


50 per ct.ad val.. 

$3 per Ib..... . 

20 per ct. ad v: al. 

§ $10 per ton...... : 

($20 per ton......... 

$1.32 per gal. and 40 
per ct. 








lva 


a 
+ 








7i cts. per lb. iad 


Rates of d 





oo 
0o 


00 





d 6 
20. 00 
5. 06 


55. &2 


50 


SIONAL RECOR 


y 
Se s S 
v- ps 
? rp. « 
ote 
s. per lb 
pe 
ct. pe ) 
ets. per ib 
4 cts. per lb 
8 cts. per 100 


20 p. ct. ad val 


1 ct. per Ib.. 
20 p. ct. ad val 
cts. per lb 


40 cts per lb 


cts, per lb 
10 cts. per lb 
40 cts. per lb. and 
25 per ct. 

iets per lb 
$1.25 per Ib 


> cts per lb 
1 ct. per Ib 


1} ets, per lb 


1 ct. per Ib 


4} cts. per Ib......... 


# ct per 
10 cts per 






40 cts. per gal 


50 ets. per gal 


60 cts. per gal 
30 cts. per Ib 
$1.20 per lb 
5} cts. per lb 

| cts. per lb 


6; cts. per Ib... 
5 cts per lb.. 
4 cts. per lb 

8 cts. per lb 
50 cts. per oz 
50 cts. per gal... 
15 cts. per gal 
30 ects per lb 
10 cts. per gal 
35 ets. per gal 
8 cts. per gal 


6 cts. per lb 


3 ct per 


4} cts. per lb 


} et. per lb 
4, cts. per lb 
3 cts. per Ib 


12 cts. per lb 
$1.50 per ton 





$10 per ton 
$2 per gal. and 40 
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I ] n nd 
J ire, ¢ ) 
© VATE a ve i0 gallons.......... ) 
cl etc., ornamented......... . t 
Cl et plain j 
Al ther earthenware . 
Tiles, roofing and paving........ ' 
Tile encaustic*® na -) 
Vire-brick plain. wiuoiaiie ’ 
Fire-brick, ornamented ...... ..... ) 


Gas retorts. ° sneees 
Green and colored glass bottlest.. ) 
Plain green bottle glass . 
Green glass filler haaeinees 
Cylinder and crown polished, 10x15 
Beveled or ornamented ain 
Plain flint or lime glassware........ ° 


Total earthenware and glass- 


ware 
SCHEDULE C Metals, 

i 

Bar-iron, flats, 1 inch wide, } inch) | 

thicl ‘ j | 

2 ‘inch diam- af 











Round and square, 
Bar-iron less than above. oo J 
Bars, n. s. e., and round in coils, ) } 
neh, } 
All oul , and slabs, ‘blooms ef 
Ca ron pipe. guliescestennmmialediieibeses 
Cast Sf ae 
Malieable castings : ool 
Anchor mill-cranks, et 


Axles ar nd parts 






Blacksmiths’ hammers, ¢ ete. “ 
Benins, WirGers, SC.......00+ seccssees covese 
| 
} 
| 
Boiler and other plate, iron or steel..| 
| 
Boiler tubes or (1e,............c0000000 r] 
Other tubes or pipes...... my 
Bolts and hinges................... oil 
Chains, not less than } inch... ~) } 
Chains, # to } inch .......00....000 . cl 
Chains less than } inch..... oe 
Forgings of iron or steel................. 
Hoop, band,or scroll iron to 8 inch. ) 


wide, } inch to No. 10,3 cents or | 
BED EE TP nn: dectaseiatetnicnetneimnaca 

No 10 to No, 20 wire gauge.. 

s hm yer than No. 20 wire gauge. 

Hoops for baling,etc.,(cotton- ties); } | 

Cut nails and spikes... | 

Wire nails, 2 inches, not less than } 

No. 12...... 

1 to 2 inches long 5 || 

wire gauge... vs | 

i} 

)} 

| 

| 

i 

i 

} 

| 





Shorter than 1 inch, ‘under ‘No. 16 
wire gauge 


Railway bars, stecl, over 25 lbs ..... | 
Railway bars, iron, over 25 lbs..... | 
Tee rails, not over 25 1bs.............. | 
Fiat rails, punched .......... al 


Railway fish-plates..... 
Rivets of iron or steel 
Sheets of iron or steel, 10to 20 wire } 
GARINIIO.... occcccs0cere voocecceseongeese outtiane & 
Bhects, No. 20 to 25 wire gauge ..... 
Sheets, No. 25 to 29 wire gauge ..... [ 
Sheets thinner than No.29 wire | 
gauge. ieininthiarenenense 
Taggers iron...... bocce 
She ets, iron or ste e 1, ‘corrugated peneee | 
Sheet-iron or steel, pickled and) 
cold rolled, 1 l-inchto No. 20, wire | 
BIBLE ow ec ee wesc cweenewcceneeceeeeensesecenese | 
Sheets, No, 25 to No, 29.......... 
Sheets, thinner than No, 29 
Boiler and other plate, pickled, 
ete o teeees Se nenceseeseeoresenseceesesonses 
Taggers iron, pickled and cold 
WOEROE., vc ccvsers-vcsannaticnmageesssbercermens Ji i 
Spikes, nuts, washers, horseshoes... 
Ingots or blanks for wheels............ 
Steel— | 
Fence- wire rods not smaller than ) 
No ove eocnsenenec senses 
All ane of stee as aces 















* Encaustic tiles 30 per cent. in H. R. 9051. 
i 10 per cent. ad valorem additional by Senate substitute. 
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Ra ofd Importations for 
Uy 

Ix S bstit ‘ Quantity 
25 per ct. ad val 25 20 per ct.ad val. BO. GD }- cosccccccsfecnccscescccscocosconcoecs 
{60 per ct ad val 60.00 | 55 per ct.ad val 5. 6O 

per ct. ad val ) | 50 per ct.ad val. RDS cntanatis 

per ct. ad val... .. 5.00 | 50 per ct. ad val. 50. 60 
5 per ct. ad val........| 35.00 | 49 per ct. ad val. Ri Breredcdendinemesansseacnintgesseves 
{20 per ct. ad val......| 20.00 | $1.25 per ton........ 
i Not enumerated. , 15 per ct.ad val....! 45.00 No data.. 
25 per ct.ad val...... $3 each... .......c00000. eactngudroeceoens No data. 
{ 1 et. per lb 1 ct. per Ib............| 56. 54 .018 | Ibs, 14, 3 | 
(1 ct. per lb | 1} cts. per Ib......... 42.50 .035 | Ibs, | 
30 per cent 40 per cent..... 40.00 | 
2; cts. per sq. ft....... 7.28 | 4 cts. per sq. ft.. 11. 65 


New clas; 
1 cent per 


40 per ct.ad val. 


















2 


Wire rods smaller than No. 6 classed as wire at 1} cts. 


pound 
























Cotton-ties covered by provision. 


fiseal year 


| 
i 


$40. 287. 48 | 


3, GOS, 464.53 [2 


955, 887.55 


938, 779.93 | 


y4é 


11, 642. 00 | 


"85, 804. 40 


+ There is no 5 onal division as pints in the law. 
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Duty. sti 


$10, 071. 87 $8, 057. 49 
165, O78. 67 | 1,984, 655. 49 
525, 710. 65 ; 
516, 328. 96 
4,074.70 
10, 736.78 





| 143, 053. 72 
27. 48 

: | 168,701.59 
2. 87 | 308.56 


14, 357. 76 


14,357.76 | 























sencecasenes opeseerens - seennnes some woe0e)5, 322,113. 81 |3,8 516 , 159. 62 3, 282, 446. 50 
| ———. = | —S= -|§ SSS SS 
| 
if | 
} | 8 of 1 et, per Ib.......) 58.34 8 of 1 ct. per Ib.....} 58.34 .014 | lbs, 715, 472 9, 811. 38 5, 723.77 5, 723.77 

121 | 4 | | 
| | Let. per ib. 48.16 | .9 of 1 ct. per Ib.... | 43.34 021 | Ibs. 21, 839 453. 49 218. 39 196. 56 
(1.1 ets. per Ib..........| 69.86 | 1 ct, per Ib............ | 63.51 | .016 | Ibs, 64, 996 1, 023. 49 714, 96 629. 97 
i f 
122 1.2 cts, per Ib......... | 55.36 | 1.1 ets. per Ib...... 50.75 .022 | Ibs, 506, 165 10, 972.13 6, 073. 97 5, 567. §1 
22 
| ls 35 per ct. ad val 35 per ct. ad val...| 35.00 . 033 | Ibs. 808, 312 30, 948. 00 10, 621. 80 10, 621. 80 
123 | 1 ct. per Ib...... .9 ct. per Ib.......... | 26.00} .035 | Ibs. 1,699 58, 83 16, 99 15, 30 
124 | 1} cts. per Ib. 1.2 cts. per Ib........ | 30.00 | .O41 | Ibs, 693; 322 28, 154. 82 8, 666. 62 8, 319. 86 
125 | 2 cts, per Ib.. 1} cts. per ID sssnn 22.00} .080 | Ibs. 53, 770 4, 294. 40 1,075. 40 940, 96 
127 | 2 cts. per Ib.. 1.8 cts. per Ib........| 64.28 | .023 | Ibs. 115, 808 3, 393. 00 2, 316. 16 2, 084. 54 
} I 
128 | 2} cts. per Ib. 2 ets. per Ib... | 50. 00 .040 | Ibs, 789, 224 81, 671.75 19, 730. 61 15, 784. 48 
129 | 2} cts. per lb. ; 2} cts. per Ib.. 114.24] .158 | Ibs. 9,176 1,450. 70 229. 41 206. 46 
130 | 1} cts. per Ib............. 1,1 cts, per Ib........| 91.66 | .012 | Ibs, 13,513, 672 164, 403.00 | 168, 920.93 148, 650. 39 
j 1 et. per Ib.. .. | 25.00 | .040 | Ibs. 38, 502 1,552. 00 481.28 616. 63 
i | 1.2 ets. per Ib . ini 
| 1.6 cts. per Ib. 
131 | 1} cts. per ID........c000 2 cts. per Ib... 
| 2.8 cts. per lb. 
3} cts. per Ib.........|.. 
I 45 per ct. ad val...|.. J. . sr | aa ree re 
> |f{3 ets. per lb Tilo ! §| 59.52} .042 os. 575, 057 7 .00 , 876, 42 
182 |) 2! cts. per Ib... f2i cts. per Ib...) | 9932 | [112 | Ibs. "419, 744 46,934.46 | 91444.26| 10,493.66 
k "1 
133 | 2} cts. per Ib... | 2} cts. ee. 57 | .042 | Ibs. 108, 776. 25 4,548.83 2,719. 44 2, 447. 49 
| (12 ets. per Ib 5 | 1.6cts. per Ib.. 037 | Ibs 181, 099 6, 721. 00 3, 169. 24 2, 897.53 
134 |< 2 cts. per lb.... 3 | 1.8 cts. per Ib, 042 | Ibs, 193, 425 8, 173. 85 3, 868. 50 8, 481. 65 
12} ets per Ib | 44.37 | 3 cts. per Ib... “056 | Ibs. 1,248, 202 70,043.06 | 31,080.07 87, 296 06 
136 | 2} cts. per ID............ i ected | 2.3.cts. per lb Preemen |ereesesenenen a seuseovvssnsencnevans|eeccanarnaceccene oe os 
{ | ge 
137 [J Loent per Ib... | 1 cent per Ibi... | .026 | Ibs. 156 4.00 1.56 | 1.56 
°¢ |) 1.2 ets. per Ib.. 1.1 ets. per Ib........ 025 | Ibs. 1, 337 34. 00 16. 05 14.70 
1.4 cts. per Ib. .| 1.3 ets, per Ib........}.- I I as Lan anannetnneiiannmnlconnnginmemibnnererths ainuapiateens 
35 per cent..... ; | 1.3 cts. per Ib........| | .012 | Ibs. 28, 000, 960 345,997.00 | 121,098.95 | 364, 012. 48 
138 | 1} cts. per Ib............ | 1 cent per Ib......... . 029 | ibs. 25, 735 746. 80 321. 67 257. 35 
| 
4 A EI crcnircicneAriavecicnl OIE TD: cinincetiptarnainnbioosen “| saaaied Ss aalanihial memati | cacscebienabis guabeaitpiade pea amaanineon | saci ednet 
140 | | 4 cts, per i atte hea 2} cts. per ai Ae ed dnbenanedenountnnn ‘prinetiiins shbapenciionanbiedi sees cccsaccnenense|essasesnass 
| 
| 4 ets. per ID........000. | a b 4 CRB. DOP DD ...cocccsefooceseccess ihaciliealall econ aactiagiamimianiataninaeinn as b 
{ $17 per ton...... .| 84.33 |) 77.77 \20, 160 | tons 49, 509. 863; 998,096. 00 
} $15.68 per ton. ” 93.00 116.855 | tons 12. 459 210.00 
141 |} ‘9 cent per Ib... +.7cent per Ib...} | 95°09 lor: 068 | tons 69.75 | 1,888.00 
| '8 cent per Ib. 1] \ 50. 81 [30.857 | tons 4. 375} 135.00 
142 | 1} cts, per Ib.., } 1 cent per Ib ........ 76.15 | .013 | Ibs. ’ 20. 330] 274.00 | 
143 | 2) cte. Per ID,....ccceecee|eosccsseeee 2} cents per Beeson ene With NO.133)}..cccoscssesccssers|soevesesssorceseeees| teseseeenseresse snes 
| a 1 ets. per Ib.. 1.1 cent per co 46.38 | .G624| Ibs. 1,228,251 29, 130. 00 13, 510.7 13, 510. 76 
14 1 | 1.2 ets. per lb.. 1.2 cent per Jb..... | 36.40 .033 | lbs. 1,752,659 57,7 2. 00 21, 031. 92 21, 031. 92 
4 |) 1.4 cts. per Ib 1.4 cent per lb...... | 2.15 | .036| lbs. 1,035, 062 36,834.00 | 15,525.95 15, 525. 95 
| 
i > 
| \30 per ct. ad val } f| 68.18} .022 | Ibs. 53, 590 1,165. 50 349. 65 803. 83 
eae ol ans eat | 51.5 cents per Ib {| 65.21 | 1023 | lbs. 6,241,437 145,709.47 | 43,712.84 98, 621.55 
145 | 1.4 cts. per lb | 1.4 cts, per Ib........ 25.00 | .056 | lbs, 21, 161 1,185.00 296, 26 296. 26 
rr f | } 
£)} 
©| | 1.35 cts. per Ib... vse} 86,53 | 1.35 cts, per Ib......| 36.58 | .037 | Ibs. 1,490 55. 00 20.12 20.12 
ro| | 1.75 ets. per Ib......... 78.55 | 1.75 cts. per Ib...... 78.55 | .022 | Ibs. 5, 550 213. 00 167.31 167.31 
146.2 30 p.ct.and } ct. p. lb} 41.60 | L4cts. p. Ib. &}c...| 75.00 . 022 | lbs. 6, 074 131.00 54. 49 100. 22 
5} | | 12 ets. p. Ib. and }ct.| 21.76 | 13 cts. per Ib.........| 18.11 | .069 | Ibs. 62, 038 4, 276.00 930. 57 775.47 
pI | ™ 
=) | 30p.ct.andict.p. lb) 39.18 | L4cts. & ic. p. Ib.. 61.11 | .027 | Ibs. 495, 021 13, 456. 00 5, 283. 36 8, 167.84 
148 | "2 cts, per Ib...... ......| 48.54 | 1.8 ets, per ib, .....| 43.90 | oat | Ibs. 2, 245 92. 50 44. 90 40.41 
149 2 cts. per Ib............\101. 22 | 1} cts. per lb. | 87.50 .020 | lbs. 493, 111 9, 743. 00 9. 862. 22 8. 629. 44 
. ¢§ .6 ct. per Ib......... | 33.00 | { 33. 00 “7 ° 717, 480.90 | 2, 008, 193. C2 
suo 1d tae enten nd val | 45.00 is 6 ct. per ID... | 55¢|} O18 | Ibs. $34,698,897 /4,228, 611.50 |, 717, 480.90 | 2, 008, 
| (.6 ct. per lb. cvcefecsscenet 6 Gh POF Eb... prinidiad sabnetsinepsenttmned |.cnes -sencogsnasapes | eereesereessrnssees] sorsorsnesence nesses 
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to 16 

Iron or st wil galvanized, 
above 26 

Wir rope an 
to 16 

Wire rope and strand of iron, i6 
to 26..... ; ; 

Wire rope and strand of iron, 
vanized, 10 to lt . 

Wire rope and strand of iron, gal- 
vanized, 16 to 2¢ 

Wire rope and strand of iron, gs 
vanized, above 26 . , 

Wire rope and strand of steel, 5to 
10... wenen 

Wire rope and strand of steel 
16 . sees 

Wire rope and strand of stee l, léto 
of 








fai- 








Wire rope and strand of steel, 
above 26. . 

Wire rope and 
vanized,5 to 10 

Wire rope and st: 
vanized, 10 to 16 ; 

Wire rope and strand of steel 
vanized, 16 to 26 

Iron or steel wire valued above 10 
cts., 16 to 26 





rand of steel, gal- 








nd of steel, gal- 


} 
gai- 


Iron or steel wire valued above 10 | 


cts., smaiier, 2 
Wire covered with cotton, etc 
I 
Wire covered with cotton, ete, 
to2 ‘ ‘ . 
Wire covered with cotton, etc 
above 26 .. 
e, galvanized, 16 to 
10 cts oe cecesecee 
Wire, galvanized, above 2 
Files, blanks, etc., 
to l4in 4 
Files above ]l4 inches in length 


Ingots, blooms, sl 











of all KindsYin 


8, billets, and 
enu- 





in all forms 


lor}; 


per pound 





Above 1 ct., not above 1.4 ets 

Above L.Acts ove L.Scts, 
Above 1.8cts. and notabove 2.2 cts 
Above 2.2 cts. and not above 3 cts. 


Above 3 cts. and not above 4 cis 
Above 4 cts.and not above 7 cts 
Above 7 t 

Above 1 t 
Above 15 cts. per 
Steel plates « 

p a‘es, et 

Cross-cut saws 





fill pit and drag saws not over 9 
inches wide ° . 
Mill pit and drag saws over 9 

inches wide.. 
Circular saws 
All other saws 


ws 








Bars of iron or stcel, cold rolled, 4 ) 


cts. or less aninain linet nie 
Valued at from 4 to 7 cts. perlb 
Valued at f n 7 to 10 cts. per lb 
Valued a ove 10 cts. per ib. 
Strips of iron or steel,4 cts. or less 
per Ib., cold rolled.... 
Stri; 7 











s from 4 to7 cts 
Strips f 7 


Sheet-iron, cold rolled, No. 25 to 


to 10 cts 


29, wire i . 
Sheet-ste t rolled, valued 
4ctsor 3 ‘ 
Sheet-ste« ito 7 ets.. 
Sheet-stell, 7 to l0cts 
Sheet-stee!, above 10 cts 
Circular saw plates, 
Circular saw plates above 10 cts 





154 


\| 











1 





25 per cent. ad val. 


§ cts. per | i 


10 ets. per | 

15 cts. per lin 
) per cent. ad 
40 per cent 


5 per ct r 
2 cts. + ; ct. ib 
2? cts. + ; cts 

s cts. + <¢ Ct. 1D. 


45 per ct. + A ¢ 
2} ets. Ib. + < 
3} cts. lb 


1.5 ets. p.Ib. 


45 per cent. 
2 cts. p. Ib. 
=; Cts. p. ib. 
} ets. p. Ib 
cts, per ib 


i> cts. per lb. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


b 
) 
id 1 
1 
id \ 
i 
ad 
1a 
fr 
n 
lir 
ud 
ad 
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Schd. 
No 
Articles sub- 
sti- 
tute 
ScnHeEDULE ¢ Metals—continued, 
Antimony as regulus or metal 160 
Bronze powder 163 
Copper in ore 166 
Regulus of copper si 167 
Old copper, « pp ings, ctc., and com- 
position meta 168 
Copper in plates, bar, or pigs 169 


Table knives, forks, steels, hunting 
knives, kitchen, butter, fruit, 
painters’, artists’, etc 


Penknives and pocket knives......... 


GabB Baal ..ccccccvscscrorsecescsovevcsbcesccssosses 

Hollow-ware..... 

Lead ore and le ad dross* 

Lead in sheets, pipes, and shot.. 

Double-barreled sporting breech- 
loading shot guns 


Nickel in ore. 
Nickel in matte 








Nickel, nickel oxide or alloy.......... | 
Quicksilver ............cccreserecse oe cennevnee 
Screws, commonly called wood- } 
screws, more than 2 inches in | | 
length.........- sasdiistnamabtenebeal 
Screws, 1 to 2 inc ches san 
Screws, } to 1 inch.. 
Screws, } inch or less 
Cut tacks, brads, or oprigs, 16 oz. ) | 
OD Fil cccccecevecsvscesce 
Cut tacks, ete., over 16 oz. to M.....) 
Type metal. . sdeieaizes 
Zinc, in blocks or pigs.. : 
Zinc, old and worn out... a 
Manufac tures of me talst | EAS | 








Total metals. 


~Wood and wooden 
wares. 


ScuepuLe D. 


Manufactures of wood not specially 
enumerated 
Sawed boards of mahogany, rose- 
wood, granadilla, €tc.........00cceeree 


SCHEDULE E,—Sugar, 


Sugar, Dutch standard, not above 
No. 13 


Ko 


ia 


213 
215 


CONGR 


Existing law. 


10 per cent. ad val 

15 per cent. ad val 

2) cents per lb 
cents per lb 


3 cents per Ib.. 


4 cents per Ib.. 


35 per cent. ad val 


50 per cent. ad val. 


$1.50 per package of 


500 leaves. 


3 cts. per ID. ......006.. 


1} cts. per Ib ..... 
3 ets. per lb. 


35 per ct. ad val... 


| 15 cts. per Ib.......... 


Equiva 


= 
47. 36 
59. 27 
60 


- 


“in 





10. 00 
15 


49 


OOo 


17 


15 cts. per ID..........000/eseerere 


| 15 cts, per Ib............ 
10 per ct. ad val 


6 cts. per lb..... 
8 cts, per Ib........ 
10 cts. per Ib 
12 cts. per Ib 


2} cts. per M.........+. 


3 cts. per Ib.......... 
20 per ct. ad val... 
1} cts per Ib... 


1} cts per Ib...... ee 
45 per ct. ad val. 


10 to 35 per ct. ad val. 


Not in present act. 


Sugar, Dutch | 
standard in 
color: | 

Notabove No. 
18, tank bot- 
toms, sirups 
of cane-juice 
or beet-juice, 
melada, con- 
centrated 
melada, con- 
crete and | 
concentrated 
molasses, 
testing by 
the polari- | 


scope— db, | 


Not above— 
75 deg...ibs. 
J6deg...do. 
77 deg...do.. 
78 deg..do 
79 deg..do. 
80 deg..do.. 
81 deg..do 


83 deg..do.. 
84 deg..do.. 
8 deg..do..| 
86 deg..do..| 
87 deg..do 

88 deg..do.. 
89 deg..do. 
90 deg..do. 
91 deg.do. 
92 deg..do../: 
93 deg..do.. 
94 deg.do..| 
% deg.do.. 
96 deg.do../! 
97 deg.do../2. 
98 deg..do..': 

99 deg..do..|2. 
100 deg..do..|2 








l 
1 
I 
I 
l 
l 
l 
82 deg..do..|1. 6 
l 
l 
1 
1 
I 


73 
oO 


17 


51.17 


80. 
«| 20. 
| 46.35 


57. 


60. 2 
55. 
68. 


.05 
.58 


21 
00 
oH 
6 


99 | 


70 


60 


| 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| 





ai || test, two hun- 


tates of duty 


Senate substitute 


} cent per lb 

15 ets. per Ib......... 
1} cts. per lb 

1? cts. per Ib...... 


1} cts. per Ib.. 


2 cts. per Ib..... 

20 c. p. doz. and 30 
Pp Cc, 

50 ¢. p. doz. and 30. 
p.¢c. 

$1 p. doz. and 30 
p.c. 

$2 p. doz. and 30 
p.c. 

50 cts. per doz. 
blades and 25 p. 
ct.ad val. 

$2 per package of 
500 leaves. 

24 cts, per Ib......... 

1} cts. per Ib......... 

2} ets. per Ib......... 


$10 each and 25 
per ct. ad val. 


5 cts. per Ib...........].... 


10 cts. per Ib.on 

the nickel. 
15 cts. per Ib. 
6 cts. per Ib........... 


5 cts. per Ib.......... 
7 cts. per Ib..... 
10 ets, per Ib.... 
14 cts. per Ib 





> 


2} cts. per M, 
2? cts. per lb 





Ode 


40. 


59, : 


30. 


D4 





Unit 
of 
vaiue, 


326 


. 063 
025 
. 049 





1j cts, per Ib......... a cooee 


1} cts. per Ib... 
1} ets. per Ib 


BD OP GD. BE WOU 0.2 broccoccccwteenseccctesfesseszsavenes 


. | 





35 per ct. ad val. a a leseesws 


15 per ct. ad val... 


| 
| 
| 





Not above 75 
a seven- | | 
one-hun- 
fotki of one 
centperpound, 
and for every | 
| additional ion 








{ greeor fraction 
of a degree 

shown by the 
polariscope 





dredths of a} 
cent per pound 
additional. 


ee eee 


30. 





Importations for fiscal yes 


lbs 3. O85, 4 
lbs. 4,149, 412 
lbs 29, 004 
Ibs 7,736 
Ibs. 977 
ibs. 115 
packs 1,099 
lbs. 22, 749.5 
lbs, 814, 142 
lbs. 19, 260 
Ibs 390, 586 
Ibs 693, 547 
lbs 4l 
lbs 821.2 
Ibs i, 744 
lbs. 5, 309.5 
anes sivine tacos 
Ibs. 7, 432, 490 
ibs 416, 499 


1, 


ISSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Quantity 


17, 920, 047 
5, 059, 259 
1, 251, 835 
8, 644, 792 

15, 126, 069 

74, 444, 274 

22, 458, 585 

34, 134, 039 

21, 232, 102 

293, 616, 530 
132, 114, 329 

40, 123, 191 

66, 627, 404 

58, Se, 435 

49, 227, 902 

525, 903, 752 

5, 803, 437 

19, 711. 380 

15, 513, 934 

42, 64', 887 

112, 543, 601 
108, 341, 553 

77, 274,745 

13, 260, 140 
1, 235, 193 





Value. 


$192, 902. 00 
472, 842.00 
209, 005. 00 
1,443. 00 
2.198. 00 
212. 00 

40, 00 


454, 984. 30 | 


1, 419, 861. 27 


1, 444. 00 
20, 605. 00 
950. 00 


748, 482. 49 


190, 652. 00 
290, 380. 00 


9. 40 


107. 40 
,173 00 
429. 00 


“4.85 


60, 328. 00 
240, 535. 00 
10, 837. 00 


$19 2900 


103, 735. : 


ar 1887. 


Duty 


70, 926. ¢ 


So 9 Co to 


1, 018. 


1, 133. 5s 


29: 


159, 244.51 | 


17,666, 960.51. \8, 115, 310. 97 


12. 32 


1,060, 5 


416, 091. 00 | 


131, 020, 00 
27, 135. 00 


| 216, 862. 10 | 
| $82, 446.00 | 
| 
| 


1, 481, 186.71 
534, 002. 80 
792, 344.77 
518, 674. 40 


(5, 824, 375.72 |5, 167, 650. 92 
2, 976, 063. 78 |2, 378, 057. 89 
1, 045, 899.26 | ' 738, 266, 69 
709, 857.13 |1, 252, 595.19 | 
1 473" 206, 94 1, 123, 496. 35 
11, 317, 350. 84 | "964, 866, 88 
12,515,940,47 |10,518,075.64 
| ‘662,244.42 | 526,390.11 
| 529,298.00 | 409,996.71 
393,760.00 | 286,495.40 
| 1,176,082.48 | 921,042.10 | 
'29'047,723.95 


| 3,082,513.25 
| 2,211,871.81 
| 368,631.00 

| 33,829.00 


2 4 
| 2.426,850.79 
| 1.76 


302, 226, 39 | 





= 880. 61 


2, 853, 32 

18, 527.01 

131, 400. 83 
235, 966. 67 


/1, 191, 108, 38 


" 363, 320.78 
73, 451. 88 
365, 192.14 
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| mated du- 
| ties under 
* sub- 


6. 76 


3. 00 


. 86 


2.14 
50 








Nee 397. 65 


871,179. 31 


125, 440. 30 
36, 426. 66 
9, 263. 50 
65, 700. 41 
117, 983, 33 
595, 554.19 
184, 160.39 
286, 725. 94 
182, 596. 07 
2, 583, 825. 46 
1, 189, 028. 94 
"369. 133. 34 
626, 297.59 
561, 748, 17 
482, 433, 41 
5, 259, 037. 82 
268, 195. 05 
204, 998. 35 
, 247.70 
460, 521.05 


475,959.21 12, 237, 979. 60 


1,864.17 
307,635.25 
29,1 56 


* By this ppey ision silver ore is made dutiable if it contains lead, and the lead must pay $336,000 if 10, 000 tous'v were 2 pected. ee Reuse ‘debs 
+ If copper component material of chief value, 35 per cent. (see 170), or 1} cts, per Ib. (see 168); if not chief value, 45 per cent. 





| 1, 213, 425, 39 
880, 932. 08 
153, os eS 
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SCHEDULE E.—Suga continued 
All sugar No. 13 to No. 16 D.S.. 
All sugar No. 16 to No. 20 D.S. 
All sugar above No. 20 D.S.......+..+++. 
Molasses testing above 56 deg....... 
Sugar drainings and sweepings 


Sugar-candy and confectionery 


All other confectionery 
Glucose or grape sugar 


Total sugar, etc 


SCHEDULE F,— Tobacco, etc. 
Cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes.. 
Leaf-tobaceco, for wrappers, un-}| 
stemmed eerecosccecsce coe | 
Leaf-tobacco, for w yrappers, stem- { 
med J 
All other leaf- tobacco, unstemmed* ¢ 
All other leaf-tobacco, stemmed... 
Tobacco stems.. 
Tobacco manufactured. 
Snuff and snuff-flour, etc.. 


Total tobacco, etc 
ScHEDULE G.— Provisions, etc. 
Animals, live: 
Horses necaieti 
Cattle 
Hogs 
Sheep.. 
All other? 


Beans..... vistpietidineessens 
mushrooms, 


Beans, pease, pre- 
a aes 
CRDDATOS «0.0.00 cccccccsccessscccsscocce 


Chicory, burnt or roasted............. } 
Chicory, ground or in rolls.. ........ J 
Cocoa-butter .. 


Dandelion root and acorns, pre- 
pared........ senbecptacctetiineydethtee 
Extract of meatt...ccccccscsccscsscccseees 
Extract of meatf..... ay 
Dates, grapes, plums, and prunes 


anges, limes, or lemons 


Ginger and citron, prese rved 
Orange and lemon peel, preserved. 
Hops...... eee 
Macaroni, vermicel ili, ete 
Milk, preserved or conde nsed, in- 
cluding weight of packages 
Spices, ground or powdered, not 
specially enumerated... , ome 
Filberts and walnuts of all kinds. 
Nuts of all kinds, shelled or un- 





shelled, not specially enumerated. | 


Split pease, per bushel... 
Rice, cleaned......... 
Rice,uncleaned,or in flour or meal, 
Rice, broken.......... al 
Paddy and broken rice. pieteneves 
Castor beans or seeds...............00.+0+. 
All starch preparations.. Seance canes 
Vegetables of all kinds, prepared 
or preserved, pickles, sauces, 
ete., not specially enumerated... 





Total provisions 


ScHEDULE Hi Wines, liquors, ete, 

Still wines, including ginger wine " 
in casks : 

All_ bottles or jugs containi ing 
wines or liquors.......... oJ 


*About 8,000,000 pounds wrappers which would pay 75 cents per pound, $6,000,000; balance reduced to 


| 
| 
J 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


sti- 
tute 


218 | 


219 
220 
221 
»9 


2°6 


997 
aa! 


228 
229 
230 


231 


257 


260 
261 


972 


Existing law 


23 cts. per Ib. 
3 cts. per Ib. 

3} cts. per lb. 
8 cts. per gal 


20 per ct. ad val.,n.e 


{ 5 cts. per lb 

’ 10 cts, per Ib. (6 
50 per ct. ad val 
20 per ct. ad val 


$2.50 p. Ib., and 25 p.« 


{ 
} 75 cts. per Ib 
’ 


$1 per pound 

§ 35 cts. per lb.. 

2 40 cts. per lb. 

15 cts. per Ib.......... 
40 cts. per Ib 

50 cts. per lb 


{ 20 per ct. ad val 
Free for breeding 
20 per ct. ad val 
Free for breeding 
20 per ct. ad val 
Free for breeding 
20 per ct. ad val 
Free for breeding 
20 per ct. ad val... 


| | Free for breeding 


if L. 


10 per ct. ad val. 


30 per ct. ad val.n.e 


10 per ct. ad val. 
{2 cts. per lb 

| Not enumerated 
20 per ct.ad val 


2 cts. per lb 
20 per ct.ad val 


fl ct. per Ib 
i Grapes 20 per ct 
16 cts. per box 


L. 30 cts. per box 


| | OQ. 13 cts. per box 


aid | 


«19 


- 
aid 


0 
= 


281 


283 
286 
9 


287 


290 
293 


2 


302 


{ 
} 1} cts. per Ib 
| 


0.25 ets. per box 
55 cts. per bb! 
j 


| 

20 per ct. ad val 
L. $2 per M ........ 
O. $1.60 per M 

| Limes 20 per ct 
35 per ct. ad val 
Not enumerated 
8 cts. per Ib. 

Free 





20 per ct.ad val 


5 cts. per Ib. 
3 cts. per lb. 


2 ets. per Ib 

20 per ct.ad val 
2} cts. per Ib 
20 per ct. ad val 
1} ets. per Ib 

50 cts. per bush. 

23 cts. per lb 


30 and 35 per ct 


} 50 cts. per gal 


3 ets. each (bottles 


+ Mules in« ludec i, to pay $20, 





CONGRES 





Se ute s s 
86, 97 ts. per lb 
89. 4 ts. per Ib 
83.9 2 cts. per Ib 





i cts. per ga 
20.00 | Subject to duty as 
sugar or 


} 
moias 


the case 


ses, as 
may be. 
59.29 | ?- ( 
»>cts ) - D 
71.00 5 7 per! 
50.00 | 50 per ct.ad val 
20. 00 i ct per lb 
Los, 11 50 per lb 
81.57 | 75 ets. per Ib 
SI per lb 
20 cts. per Ib 
25 cts. per Ib 





15 ets. per Ib 
40 cts. per Ib 





150.04 | 50 cts. per lb 
j 
40. OO ) 
Fre« 0 per head 
20. 00 ; 
I $5 per head 
ree ) = ' 
1). OO - { 
Free. | | 0 cts. per he ad. 4 
” UO { 
Free 0 cts. per head. + 
) 
20 (a) ; . { 
Free 20 per ct.ad ¥a 
I ; i 
10. 00 25 cts. per bus 
bcts. per ga 
i ct. each 
60.1 l et. per lb 
2 ets. per Ib 
a. UD cts. per ib 
0d. 04 i; ¢ per ib 
n OO > ots. per Il 
+ (15 cts. per Ib 
” 9 
0.26%} 4. a 
20. 00 § ( er Ib 
16.804) . ( 
0. 43 | LO cts. per pkge 
16.15 2) , 5 eal ( 
92 72 6 <U cts, per pKge ) 
24.°8 {0 cts. per pkge 
8 cts. per « vic 
ft. additional 
20. 00 ) 
22 } 
a . $1.50 per 1, 
20.00 


3.00 | 4 cts. per Ib 
2 cts. per lt 


42.64 10 ets per ll 
Free t r 


per lb 





0 4 cts. per Ib 
54 2 cts. per Ib 
j 

44.38 | 1} cts. per Ib 
20.00} 20 cts. per bush 
113.03) 1 et. per Ib 
71.52) 4 ct. per Ib 
20.00) $ ct. per Ib 
134.50) 2 ct. per Ib 
55.70, 25 cts. per bush 

7.90 2 cts. per lb 

32 » per ct i 
71.57 | @ cls. per gal 


3 cts. each 








sO 


»9 


) 


Ou 


”) 





ox 
>»? 


40 








060 


188 


Und 


OM 





No. 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No. 
No, 
No. 


No data 
No data 





M 
M 
M 


No dats . 


lt ¢ 


~ 








oh 


S00 


5. 090 











LS 
7,410. 80 
1. 458. 20 
O44 nO 
{ 7.07 
6,441.0 


10,290.00 
55,123.03 
150, 763. 45 
4.00 

180, 605. 31 
401, 168. 835 
871.25 


87. 918. 80 
36, 348. 00 
41,907.70 

1 7.00 

492, 752. 39 

] s 4) 

4 2 00 
5o7 yw) 

{ 1 

, “) 
{8 ’ 
WW) 122 ‘ 

4.00 

4 > 

40, 128.73 

; ” 

«VJ 

4/)2 7. 00 
+ 57 

‘ ) 

39 

1) 4 
$, 586. 70 


er 


ts, $1,4 


S 
4, 394 
6. 898 
« 
1 
151 
I ) 
; 7 a2 
4% 2 
74 
S$, 381 
{ 
{ 
2, 054 
' 
‘ 
5 ; 
‘ 
1, 702, 614. 
192, 229 


3 Tin cans or jars, dutiable at 15 cents per po und, 





> ON) 


1, 800 


1, 885. 


70 
80 

sw, OFS 
14, 267 
4, 341 
10.27] 


DO1, 













































00 
00 
00 
00 


00 
00 
50 
54 

40 


»> 


RO 796. 97 
1.14 
467.59 
2.75 

O17. 85 

A RRP OC 
bi i, 339. 54 
80, 425. 40 
9.65 

244, 150, 96 
13, 019. 08 
7,314, 63 
08. 28 
8412.18 
6, 012. 45 
233, 492. 35 
393. 95 

43, 137.32 
285, 263. 83 













i 

t 
in 
bY) 


P) 
4 











JO82 - 


Alcohol containing 94 per cent. an 
hydrous alcohol, ‘ vaeainene 
Com poundscontaining WO percent 
anhydrous alcohol cevecee J 
Malt extracts, fluid, in casks.........) | 
Malt extracts, fluid, in bott! es or 
Malt extract, solid or condensed 
Cherry juice or prune juice, not | 
over 24 per cent. alcohol ae 
Cc ontaining more than 24 per ce ent. | 
aleohol : 
Ginger-ale jemonade, ‘soda. water, 
# pint........ eneveuse 1 
In bottles, # pint to 1) pints... { 
In bottles, over 1} pints....... 





rotal wines, liquors, ete 
ScHEDULE I.—Colton manufactures. 


Cotton thread, yarn, or warp yarn, } 
2% to 40 cents per ID........000....00008 | 

Yarn, 40 cts. to .0 ets. per Ib........ 

Yarn, 50 cts, to 60 cts, per Ib........ 





Cotton cloth, not bleached, not | 
over 50 threads toinch"............. | 
IN itch siaclietaate htt taal f 
Stained, painte sd, or printed... 
Cotton cloth, 50 to 100 threads... 
Bleached. monnay 
Stained, pz ainted, or ‘printe eae 





j 
Cotton cloth, not exceeding | 
threads to square inch: Un- 
bleached, not over 6} cents per 
yard. Bleached, valued over 9 
cents, and aged, stained, or 
printed, valued over 12 cents 
per square yard. | 


Cotton cloth, 100 to 150 threads to ) 
square inch, unbleached 
IR. cast sctecncinenianiiene 








Cotton cloth, 150 to 200 threads, 

CIO ROIOE 0 ccccecerccnscsescocvcesecasene 
PTE cs cnastacssotcagteree 
Dyed, sts uined, or r printec 
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312 
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316 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Schd., 
No. 


sub 


Existing law. Senate substitute 


Equiva- 





> aw wf | 

} $2 per pf. gal........ | /179,35 | $2 per pf. gal. 170. 35 
| 

| $1 per pf. gal 

f Not enumera tec i. 


} Not enumerate d....| veseesee} 40 ts. per gall........!.....000 
Not enumerated, ...|++-++++++ 40 per ct.ad vail....|......... 
| 
|} 20 per ct. ad val......; 20.00 60 cts. per gal........ 55. 97 
| 
| 20 per ct. ad vall......|--++++++«. i rcreictitsstccdctmcnes 
20 per ct.ad val......| 20.00 | 25 ets. per doz..... 37.53 
20 per ct. ad val..... woccevend, WSs PON CODES ccecscsslosoremecadios 
20 per ct. ad val......)--..++0+- .| 50 cts. per doz......! 
| 
|{ 15 cts, per Ib 18 ets. per Ib... | 50.70 | 
] 20 ets. per Ib... 23 cts. per lb... 52.13 | 
| 25 ets. per Ib 28 cts. per lb 50. 63 | 





| Exceeding 100 and |.......... | New class. 
| not exceeding 200 | | 








20 Che. POF WAl....0.00.| evcccoeece " 


.666 | doz. 


.855 | Ibs. 624,537. 48 | 221,477.00} 93, 680, 62 
441 
"553 | Ibs. 322,656.67 | 178,405.00] 80,664.18 


OCTOBER 18 


? 








Importations for fiscal year 18 

EstI- 
mated du- 
ties under 
Senate sub- 


"06 tite Ts ' > , 
Quantity. Value. Duty. atitute. 
ietiedaa ae 
; 
| 
' 
.908 | gal. 345. 58 $339. 00 $577.58 | $671.16 
roveess FO TI oaniceonsscrensl cscoscneete cba neacinehenien 
Ie 
IED stitienahiennsn Pitemcaseninntitidiits i cs eiathanagtaiehcbings Wcttstiaiidian Taide 
.072 | gal. 15,914 | 17,060.00} 3,412.00! 9,548. 40 


..| No data 


ARMIN, 5-2. .cdivexcsasbevwesians 
No data .......... 





12 » BAS ), 662. 24 | 


112, 416.74 
109, 800. 91 
90, 343. 86 


| lbs, 477, 395.29 | 210,422.00 95, 479. 07 


| threads: | 
1 | 
| sameerenwt....1 | 2 cts, per 8q. A eneu|-<..e---e 80,059 —|arcccsssenseseenee) 2, 001.51 1, 601. 18 
) 3) ets. per sq. yd......! .| 2} cts. per sq. yd...|. 662, 671 “ 
| 44 ets. per sq. yd... .| 4 cts. per sq. yd..... , 746, 576. 33. 595. 95 29, 863. 04 
‘24 ets. per sq. yd... «| 2} cts, per sq. yd.. 80, 059 2,001. 51 1, 801. 32 
3} Cts, per Sq. YA....| seeereeee | 3 cts. per sq. Yd ...|...c..0000 662, 671 23, 193.53 19, 880. 13 


i 
4} cts. per 8q. Yd...) .....0000.. 
| | Notbleached,val. 8 | | 
| cts. or less. p. sq | 
wes 
| | 2} cts. per sq. yd.....! 48.94 
i+ Bleached, val, 10 | 
cts. or less per 

sq. yd: | 
3} cts. per sq. yd..... 75.23 | ; 
Dyed, colored, etc., | | 








val. 13 cts. or less 
|| persq. yd: 

| | 4) cts. per sq. yd....| 73. 
| Exceeding 100 ON |...0.00+. New class. 
| not exceeding 200 | 


35 perct.ad oI pumasiovsinad 
L 





threads: 

Not in present law. 
3 cts. per sq. yd.. .. 3cts. per sq. yd 
4 cts. per sq. yd.. .| 4cts. per sq. yd 
5 cts. per sq. ya alles .| 5 ets. per sq. yd... 
Notin present law. 40 per ct. ad val....|....s00 


New class. 





‘ 
i 
| 
| 


“ts. per sq. yd...!. 
»ts. per sq. yd... / 
$B. DOF BG. ¥A..c] coccccccees 


8 cts. per sq. sao 56.19 
4 cts. per sq. yd.....) 55.76 
5 cts. per sq. yd..... 49, 23 
Exceeding 100 and | 

not exceeding | 








Om Co 
EP OP 
200 





| 
| 


4 cts. per sq, yd. ...!......00.. edad 








Tt ee 


.053 | s. yds, 614, 806 65, 648. 00 18, 444.18 21, 518. 21 
072 | 8. yds.2,194,956, 12 314, 930. 27 87,799. 44 98, 
-102 | 8. yds,2,268,417 








746, 576. 33, 595. 95 


| 

i 

| 

| 
23, 193.53 16, 566.77 
29, 863. 04 





OBB hececccceccvcccceseccncesovoces| soccce verseseseesees om 





a 614,806. 18, 444.18 18, 444. 18 
of 2,194, 986, 12 |.. 87,799. 44 87,799. 44 
2, 268, 417 113, 420.86 | 113, 420.86 











73, 37 
460, 800. 25 113, 420, 86 124, 762. 93 

















| 
| | 
200 threads. Po | 
| eto !] bleached, val. at | | 
f | 318 | |} over 8cts. an ae 
Cotton cloth, 150 to 200 threads to | | | { Bleached ............ | 40.00 ] |eseeeesern| 0 O98 653, 403 63, 952. 75 25, 581.10 28, 777.73 
square inch, unbleached, valued | ii | i | = e abi sl a 
at over 8 cts, per square yard; | | 40 per ct ad. val..., 40.00 | pens Od Val, 4 jacseseesess 126 1, 861, 345 234, 126, 23 93, 650. 49 105, 356. 89 
bleached, valued at over 10 ets.; | 1 | s ss iia 
dyed, stained, or printed, val- Dyed, colored, | 40.00 !] peosnornetl saan 6, 418, 006 |1, 036, 606. 37 414, 642. 51 466, 472. 85 
ued at over 12 cts. per square ete., valued at | | 
yard, 45 per cent. ad valorem. over 13 cts. | | | 
Cotton cloth, over 200 threads to f | | ‘un ‘ a 
square inch, not bleached , | |} 4 cts. per sq. yd...... 57.54 | 4} cts. per sq. yd..| 64.29 | .070| 8. yds. 134, 825 9, 372. 00 5, 393.00 6, 067. 12 
I a sctessenenvpes ouscsasveminnn on | | 5 cts. per sq. yd...... 51.88 | 54 cts, per sq. yd...| 57.29 | .096 | 8. yds. 1,304,760.2% 125, 743. 00 65, 238. 01 71, 761. 81 
Dyed, stained, or printed.............. 11 } 6 cts. per sq. yd...... 48. 40 | 6} cts. per sq. yd...| 54.43 | .124 | 5. yds. 2,184, 598,25 | 270,767.00 } 131,075.90 147, 460. 38 
Unbleached valued over 10 cts., f 319 |- | 
bleached over 12 cts.,and dyed | | a ve 
or printed over 15 cts,, 45 per | 1(.1386 | s.yds. 98,67 13, 443. 00 5,377.2 20 6, 049. 3 
OE BEET aebbaaiegis | | 40 per ct. ad val...... Ngo: 4 per ct. ad val..|.......+. 12 164 | s.yds. 734,649 120,783.00} 48, 313.2 54, 352. 35 
| } |(40. 00 | .194 | s. yds. 3, 502, 375.05 677, 546. 00 271, 018. 40 304, 895. 70 
Stockings, hose, etc., fashioned by eRe oi 
ON NR ra naiiaprinscidisdeniivddicns 321 | 40 per ct. ad val. ...... | 40.00 ; 60 cts. per doz. ae (5, 947, 478.04 |2,378, 991.23 | 2,378, 991. 23 
pairs and 20 per | | 
cent. | 
Cotton damask, clothing ready- | a oe 
RIND: GID nnxsccncbsccntienmeiabundiabindent $22 | 35 per cent., 40 per | 38.77 topercent aa va 40. 00  sliaateniahed r wanentciieciiinsenailiid eccoeill 1, 860, 271.99 | 721,271.27 744, 108.79 
Hamburg edgings, embroideries, cent, ad val. he | r 
CB. casiinnncosin meal i ihdnpahipublaauiatend | 823 | 40 per cent. ad val...) 40.00 | 45 cts. per Ib. amd | 40.00 |.......c0|sreeeereeee veoees(10,661,300,73 | 4, 264,520.29 | 4,264,520. 29 
| | 15 per cent. ad | | 
val. ™ 
Plushes, velvets, etc......06. .....ceseseses $24 | 40 per cent. ad val...| 40.00 | 10 cts, per sq. yd. 40.00 |...scessees!eeserersereerssrersenees scenes! 2, 252, 965.07 | 901,186.03 901, 186. 03 
| ‘| | and 20 per cent. | | 
| ad val. 
Total cotton manufactures... ...|......+ | calihciiiesbiiisinneetitaacii pie ge a a piiaegeniied — 037.70 |10,152,993.44 |10, 356, 856. 42 
| | | SS = 


* A new classification under 50 threads to square inch, and by 317, 100 to 150 threads is here introduced, precluding accurate estimate. In each cese the esti- 
mate given assumes that halfthe class divided will be entered in the new class.. 


ee ee 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECOR 


Cables and cordag ib } 
Cables and corda 32 r 
Cables and corda I 5 rib si) 
Yarns, flax ad va 
Yaros, hemp ad val { 
Brown and bleached linens ad val 
Grass cloth......... oaaeine ad val 5. 00 ‘ 
Sheetings......... e iS id val ) | 
Manufactures of flax ad val } { 
il duck ad v { 
Seines and gilling twine ad val ». OO 
Jute yarn _ ad va 
Laces, embroideries, et : 336 ad val y er ct. ad val 
Collars and cuffs for men’s wear of 
cotton ts. px a 
es and 
337 | Not in present law ad va 
n whole or in part of line Ss. per doz 
‘ and | 
‘ iy 
Bagging for cotton..... : 39 | I} cts. per Ib 54 27 
Oil-cloths for floors : ‘ 10 | 40 per ct. ad va i yd 
Tot flax, he np and jut 
Sct LE K Wool im 
t ofa 
Class 1 
Clothing wools, value 30 cents 
or less per pound ‘ 10 ets. per Ib 1.78 
Value over 30 Cents cccccses 12 ets. per | < pe ) 
Washed 
20 cts. per] 5 s 
24 cts. per lb ‘7 f 
| Scoured 
346 0 cts. per Ib 74.11 | 83 et 81 
sets. per Il 83 cts. p 5 
Class 2: | Second class 
Combing wools, value 30 cents | 
or less per pound.. i . per lb { l : ‘7 
Value over 30 cents per pound per Ib 28.78 | 1 
| 1, 30 cts per | 6 s. per lb 72 
Class 3: ) (5 cts. per | 27 ) 
Carpet wools, value er 12 318 Scoured, 15 cts. per | 22.79 ‘ 27 
cents per pound ) ( Ib 
I en dtinstséutooenien eucsscseelececes 
Wools, hair ofthe alpaca, goat,and 
other like animals, and manu- | | 
factures of: 
Manufactures— 
Cloths, woolen | 
Valued at not exceéd- | 
ing 580 cents per | 
pound | > cents per pound a9 84 
Valued at above 80 | and 3) percent. 
cents per pound. | | 35 cents per pound | 65 
| | and 40 per cent. 


Shawls, woolen— | 
Valued at not exceed- } 
ing 80 cents per 
pound 
Valued at above 80 
cents per pound. | 354 


| 35 cents per ] 


and 35 per ce 
. 

and 40 per « 
Composed wholly or} 

in part of worsted, 
the hair of the al-| 
paca, goat, or other | 
animals.. minnaae 4 
All manufactures of every de- | 
scription not specially enu- | 
| 
| 


10 cents per po 


merated or provided for, 
made wholly or in part of— 
Wool— 

Valued at not exceed- | 
ing 80 cents per} 
pound iaawihdi 

Valued at above 80} 


35 cents per po 











cents per pound........ | | 3 cents per pound | 64. 46 || 67 
and 40 per cent. 
Flanneis— | 
Valued at above 60and notex-) ! 
ceeding 50 cents per pound.. | 24 cts. per lb. and | 67 ‘ 
Valued at above 80 cents per | 35 per ct. } 
pound 7 | | 35 cts. per Ib. and | 7 2 7 
| || 40 per ct. 
Blankets— ! | je Valued at 
Valued at above 60and not ex | ibove 60 cts 
ceeding 80 cents per pound.. | | | 24 ets. per Ib. and 69 per pound, 4 
_ 35 per ct snts per 
Valued at above 80 cents per | = pound and 40 
SINNER cissopeerpeseess | | 33 ects. per lb. and | 70.30 | per cent. ad 74 
40 per ct valorem. 
Hats of wool— 
Valued at above 60 and not ex- 
ceeding 80 cents per pound.. | | | 24 cts, per Ib. and | 66.22 92 
Valued at above 80 cents per } | 5 per ct 
ind | 5 7 5 


pound....... jenabpabesinenwes savensescse TT | | 35 cts. per Ib 
| 40 per ct. 


jo cents per pou 


i ov per cer 


and 35 per cent 


Valued above 
y 60 cents p* 


ad = 4] yund, 4 


I 
nt. 4 


pund | 838.44 





una 


und | 88, 81 | ‘108 


650 


44 

: i.4 
yds ‘ 
} 
0 
g an 
s > 
3 ) 568. 481 
“ 168 
i2 











beet ee cataracts merpete n dhicose 
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| per ct, 


Rates of duty. 











45 per ct. ad val. 





| 


Se hd. 
avo, ‘ 
a eos : 
istic Existing law. Senate substitute. | 5 4 9 of 
= ° value 
i 
ScuEeDULE K Wool and manu fact- 
ures of wool—continued | 
Knit goods, and all goods made f | 
on knitting frames— 
Valued at not exceeeding 30 
cents per pound. 10 cts. per lb. and 88.33 | } { |258. 5 187 
Valued atabove Wand note x- | 35 per ct. 
ceeding 40 cents pe r pound.. | | 12 cts. per lb. and 65, 20 145 397 
Valued atabove 40 and not ex- | | 35 per ct. | | 
ceeding 60 cents per pound.. | 18 cts. per lb. and | 69.14 | | 120. 527 
Valued at above 60and not ex- 35 per ct. 
ceeding 80 cents per pound.. 24 cts. per Ib. and 69.62 102 . 693 
Valued at above 80 cents per | 35 per ct. | | 
DONG ....0ccescscsssesevecveve soseree P| OOO 35 cts. per Ib. and | 62.58 | }40 ets. per lb. 4 | 70 1.550 
| 40 per ct. and 45 per ct. 
Val morals— | ad val. 
Valued atabove 30 and not ex- 
ceeding 40 cents per pound. | 12 cts. per lb. and | 67.72 154 367 
Valued at above 40 and not ex- 35 per ct. | 
ceeding 60 cents per pound 18 cts. per lb. and = €5.59 | 112 588 
Valued at above 60 and not ex- | 35 per ct. | 
ceeding 80 cents per pound.. 24 : ts. per Ib. and | 68.15 100. 72 
Valued at above 80 cents per | 85 per ct. | 
SOUT <5 sie nineitinveahentmane atte | 35 ets. ver Ib. and | 66.35 1} 75. 2 
: j {| 40 pe : et. 
Yarns, woolen and wevies< Vi { | } 
Valued at above 60 and not ex- | | Valued above | | 98.° . 686 
ceeding 30 cents per pound... | | 955 84 ste. pe ; Ib. and | 69.08 | 60 cts. ay | 
> per ct. 40 cts. per Ib. - 
Valued at above 80 cents per | | and 40 ae ct. | | 
pound -|] || 35 ets. per lb. and | 68.79 | | ad valorem. | | 72 .216 
| 40 per ct. J 
Worsted, the hair of the alpaca, | if 
goat, or other animals (except | | || 
such as are composed in part of | 
wool) ‘i 2 | || 
Valued at not exceeding 30 | 
cents per pound.. cabanas | | 10 cts. per Ib. and | 76.49 |} f |180. 2 241 
35 per ct. }35 ets. and 35| 
Valued at above 30and notex- | | \ per ct. | 
ceeding 40 cents per pound.. | 12 ets. per lb. and | 69.38 | | (135. : 349 
S54 35 per ct. ] 
Valued at above 40and notex- tt , | 
eceding 60 cents per pound | | 18 cts. per Ib. and | 68.28 | 35 cts. and 40 per {104.7 541 
35 per ct. ct. 
Valued at above 60and notex- i ’ 
ceeding 80 cents per pound.. | | | | 24 ots. per lb. and | 68.15 |) {} 95. 724 
|| 385 per ct. | 
Valued at above 80 cents — | | 1 40 ets. and 40} | 
pound 5 aE a ane 35 cts. per Ib, and | 71.99 per ct. 1] 76. 1, 094 
J | 40 per ct. | | | 
Bunting ighiceipisdkdidumdtiimdaiévesedmai aan 10 cts. per sq yd. _— 80.75 | | 11 —. and 40 per | 90. .219 
| 35 per ct. | } 
Dress goods, women’s and chil-) if | 
dren's, coat linings, Italian | | 
cloths, and goods of like descrip- | | | | 
tion— | | 
Composed in part of wool, | | 
worsted, the Sale of the al-}| 356 } | 
paca," goat, or other ani- [| |] j | 
ine als. - } | 
* Valued at notexceeding 20 | 
cents per square yard.... | | || 5 ets. per sq. yd. | 67.89 | Valued above 15 | 86.25 .152 
| and 35 per ct. | ets.; 7 ets. per 
| sq. yd. and 40 
per ct.ad val. | 
Composed wholly of wool, ) | if 
worsted, the hair of the al- | | 
paca, goat, or other animals, | 
or of a mixture of them, and | | | 
all such goods of like de- | 
scription, with selvages | | 
made wholly or in part of | 
other materals, or with | 
threads of other materials an } 
introduced for the purpose _ i 
of changing the classifica- | 
tion— - | 
Weighing 4 ounces or less | 
per square yard.. aia 9 cts. per sq. yd. | $2.96 | i ets. and 40 per 92.50} .209 
all : P | and 40 per ct. ct. 
weighing over 4 ounces | 
per square yard... | 35 cts. per lb. and | 69.68 | 40cts. per Ib. and | 73. 92 | 1.179 
|| 40per ct. 40 per ct. ad val. 
Clothing, ready-made,and wearing | 
apparel of every description not 
specially enumerated or provided | | 
0, skirt- | 
ng, and goods of similar descrip- | | | | | 
den, or used for like purposes .. 358 | 40 cts. per lb,and35 | 54.18 | 40 cts. per Ib. and | 63. 2. 085 
Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, | per ct. 45 perct.ad val. 
ulsters, or other outside gar- 
ments, for ladies’ and children’s | 
ooaeem. and quem = similar de- 
scription, or used for like pur- 
a adailiaidinssianidsohesdiouitine eae fe 359 | 45 ets. per Ib, and 40 | 67.74 | 45 cts. perlb. and | 72.74 | 1.622 


Total wool and manufactures 
Gr isc ccsstnesteanscerenescssvezvcczsee 
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Quantity 


48 


201.33 


20, 109 


73, 417. 2 


1, 238, 052 


2, 560, 715.83 3, 


. 29 


3.60 2,7 


1,009 

724 

873 

1,213 
1, 275, 844. 79 
157, 866.50 
100, 189. 60 
174, 018. 25 
1, 588, 069. 60 

38, 785, 978 
1, 343, 256. 80 
s. yds. 242.50 


8. yds. 26,926,224.70 


s. yds. 31,136,149.26 | 


330, 415. 94 


476,129.73 


A eeeeTe eee eee eee eeeneesseee 


4,094, 403. 06 


a 
te 
A 


a 


. 36,047, $16.14 
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Importations for fiscal year 1887. 


Esti- 
mated du- 
ties under 
Senate sub- 


duty 
Duty. stitute. 
| 
$7 9 $23. 3 
52.13 116.50 


7,330.18 | 12,814.32 
35, 433. 42 52, 269. 68 


1, 200, 865.63 | 1,358, 711.55 


250.58 570. 10 
279. 42 480.30 
. 00 430. 72 633. 60 
1, 068. 95 1,210.15 
612,550.81 | 860, 449.05 

| 
132, 018.19 39, 911.50 

| | 
| 18,740.00 43,516.25 
42,140.14 82, 164.33 
586,512.92 | 899, 436. 24 





1, 867, $55.36 | 2,610, 643. 44 


H1, 058, 004. 68 | 1,125, 107.41 


42, 80 47.87 


- 
| 


2, 779, 502, 28 | 3,522, 806. 94 


5,411, 280.91 | 6,034,003. 81 


2, 103, 931.19 | 2,231, 966.91 


373,317.15 | 442,217.44 


on 
¥, 
wv 


} 
sane | 523,154.55 | 561, 766. 66 





25,584,880.09 29, 42 7, 561. 54 
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Articles 


ScHEDULE L.—Silk and silk goods. 

Silk, partially manufactured... 

Thrown silk, sewing silk, etc ... 

Silk goods and ribbons, 8 to 10 
ounces per square yard, and 10 
to 25 per cent. silk.. 


25 to 50 per cent. silk 


50 per cent. or more of silk, if black | 
50 per cent. or nore of silk, if| | 
white, colored, or mixed.,.......... 
Velvets, plushes, fabrics, and rib-} | 
bons, nototherwise specially pro- | | 
vided for, of 1 to 8 ozs. per sq. | 
yd. and 10 to 25 per ct. silk.......... | 
2B to 50 per ct. sille.......coccoccccscsseses rl 


60 per ct. or more of silk..... 
Webbings, gorings, etc 
Laces, embroideries, clothing 


All manufactures of silk not enu- 
merated 


Total silk and silk goods... 
ScHEDULE M.—Books, papers, ete. 
Books, pamphlets, etchings, et 


Envelopes tals 
Manufactures of papers™................ 
Lithographs surface-cvated papers 

Total | 


ooks, papers, ete 


SCHEDULE N,.—Sundries. 


Brooms of all kinds ; ican 
Feathers and downs of all kinds 
when dressed, colored, or man- 
ufactured, including dressed or 
finished birds, artificial feathers, 
specially enumer- 


flowers, not 
ated.... 
Fire-cracke 
Gunpowder and allexplosive sub- } 
stances used for artillery, blast- | 
ing, mining, or sporting pur- | 
poses, valued at 20 cents or less [{ 
GE I icacentyeesesenccanenmsnrseess | 
Valued above 20 cents a pound..... } 





IE i inuintitcintatinguistieeses 
Hair, curled, for beds or mat- 
CPOSSOCS....ccccece 
Calf-skins, tanned or tanned and 
dressed; dressed upper-leather, 
enameled or japanned, and 
skins of all kinds not specially 
GMMMRORRIOE, cn ccinscrcriseddtertinsocss sccees 
Lime “ 
Manufactures of alabaster, amber, 
Jet, SPAP, GBC......cccccccecccescoccceccscnoses | 
Manufactures of leather, gutta- | 
percha, human hair, and papier- 

| 


Human hair, clean or drawn, not | 





maché, wholly or in part not 
specially enumerated 
Manufactures of ivory, vegetable | 
ivory, mother-of-pearl, and shell, 
wholly or chief part, not special- | 
INET ics. nut inananbantanadibeluent 
Matches, in boxes, 100 or less........ } 
Matches, in boxes, over 100, or not | 
boxed 


EIU ccccecccsiccs es cvtecsscescenees 

Cocoa mats...........+.+. ane 

Pipes, pipe-bowls, and ci 
ers, of wood...... . 





Buttons, except silk... 


Menhbetel wlth... ninsitininicaciaditeiidinade: 
Freestone, granite, etc., rough 
Freestone, etc., dressed............... 





Total sundries. 


X1TX——600 
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376 
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389 


398 
399 


408 


412 
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415 
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Existing law. 


50 cts. per Ib 
30 per ct. ad val 


50 per ct. ad val 


| 

| itcabes 
} 

50 per ct........ 
50 per ct 


} 50 per ct 
| 50 per ct 


| 50 per et 

( 

50 per ct.......... 
50 per ct. ad val 


50 per ct. ad val 


(25 p.¢ t., 20 p. ct 
25 per ct.. 
(20 per ct.. 
25 per ct.... 





115 per ct... 


Not in present law 


25 per ct. ad val 


50 per ct.ad val 
100 per ct, ad val 
f 


| 


le ets. per Ib............} 


(10 cts. per Ib........+. 


30 per ct.ad val...... 


25 per ct.ad yal.. 


20 per ct. ad val.... 
10 per ct. ad val...... 


Various: 10, 20, 25, 
and 30 per ct. 


30 to 35 per ct........... 


Average 34.31 per.ct 


35 per ct. ad val.. 


20 per ct.ad val... 


70 per ct. ad val... 


25 per ct. ad val. 


25 per ct, ad val...... 
| $1 a 


| 20 per ct, ad val...... 











rt) 

0. 0O 
50. 00 
50.00 
50. 00 
50. 00 
24. 95 
25. 00 
20.00 
25. OO 
15. 47 
25.00 
{ 
150. 0 
L00. 00 
| 34.13 
i & 465 
| 30 00 
25. 00 
| 20.00 

-10 
rr 
22. 56 
| 

31. 72 
4.31 
35. 00 
20.00 
25.00 
20.00 
21. 22 
20. 00 











“| Unit 
Senate substit of | Qi 
val 
” s. per Ib 2. 621 bs 61 
30 per ct. ad val 2.501 | Ibs 174, 02 
75 ets. per lb. and 
15 per ct 
* per lb, and 
) per ct. 
$1.60 p. Ib. and 15 
per ct 
$2.25 p. Ib, and 15 
per ct. 
$1 p. lb. and 15 p. « o| | 
$1.50 p. Ib. and 15 
pat 
$3.50 p. lb. and 15 | 
.~c 
50 per ct. ad val 
60 per ct. ad val 
50 per ct. ad val 
25 per ct. ad yal 
25 cts. p. M 
25 pe r ct. ad val 
) per ct. ad val 
30 per ct. ad val | 
{0 per ct. ad val...| 40.00 
8 cts. per Ib....... 
5 cts. per Ib...... 28.44 | .176 | Ibs. 1, 280 
8 cts. per Ib..... 6.77 | 1.182 | lbs 500 
20 per ct. ad val TA GP bcos 
15 per ct.ad val 15. 00 
25 ets. per lb 25. 00 o ‘ 
5 cts. per 100 Ibs.....}....... bblIs, 132, 239 
25 per ct.ad val BGP Focscasses 
> per ct.ad val BC to seniisndavsrennes 
40 per. ct. ad val...) 40.00 | .........0./-cceesees 
{ 10 cts. per gross...| } 
1 ct. per 1,000 [ cocceses| seccessce wee 
| matches, j | 
§ 10 cts. persq. yd...| 2 | 
2 5cts. per sq. foot..! § 
} ct. each and 70 No separate 
per ct. 
2 cts. per line, 
button meas- 
ure of 4; in., 
per gross and 
25 per ct.ad val. 
10 per ct. ad val 15. 00 | ...sceees : 
14 cts. percu. foot..| 31.83 | 4.713 | tons 13,513 
25 per ct. ad val...| 25.00 |........ 


* Part of this is raised to 35 per cent. by section 382, 


data 


| 


Va 
$9, 07 
445 2. 
Rm? 2 
i 
469. 455. 
A i2 
{ © 
264,276.48 
762, 324.7 
$24. 07 
2.00 
6.533. 00 
8,12 i 
2, 456 
4,174 
849. 097. 00 
$32, 941. Of 
225.00 
591.00 
40. 61 Os 
00 
827. 133. 09 
57, 226. 46 
99 862. 22 
729, 464.4 
244, 826.14 
25, 458. 41 
2 ee | 
158, 243. 00 
63. 689. 61 
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Imm portations of 1887, 

















4atui i No ome 0 . 
: > at entie alent nit of . 
Present rate, ad valo-| value. Quantity. Value, Duty. 
rem. 
Baryta, sulphate of eal ; 169 | 10 per cent..... 10. . 001 11, 813, 810 
OTR .ccovcipemiantiniiienmestecuiourte ahianebetimathiamiiaiines i71 | 20 per cent. 20. 00 212 ), 159. 25 
Braids, plaits, flats, laces, etc., for bats, bonnets, etc........ 487 icicten 20. OO : 
Bristles, raw or manufactured ae ' 490 | 15 per cent........... 15. 08 5 | lbs 1, 162. 824. 75 
Bulbs and bulbous root shaaeiesnappiintcbabadiieabaieassinbi es : {93 | 20 per cent... 00 Nt | 
Coal slack or culm..... ooo vevescoseneeunes peebewonenmsetaiented 510 | 30 cents per ton 39. 86 t - 292. 80 
Coal-tar, crude — sosaeee stepesapenedoriisnantasomaneninénteiwebemedetenn 512 | 10 per cent...... F 10.00 4 b 2 99, | 
Gusvants asd: 528 | 1eent per pound. 27.48 .036 | Ibs 29, 196, 393 
I lks ddbabtienseceutiitetns 538 | 20 per cenbt.......... 20. 00 PEED Tiroweecsbineceumusse } 
Ostrich and other feathers..............sse0+s00 544 | 25 per cent. MPD Sirk stcceenhlentdsietissnsnenutoptndinevagpens 
Jut . 550 | 20 per cent........... 20. 00 40.178 | tons 2 | 
Jute 551 | $% per ton..... 19.13 26.131 | tons 68, 965. 361 | 
I i i altace aie ee 552 | $25 per ton.... 21.06 118.718 | tons 
isa . 554 | $15 per ton.. 14,80 3 tons 

Sunn , on i ‘ : 5 | $15 per ton.. 15, 45 tons | 
All other textile grasses, etc.,n.s.¢c...... 556 | $15 per ton.. 13. 66 tons j 
Floor-mattin ial Sa iahdiiaiahasieinmaaaiear 561 | 20 per cent..... 20. 00 sicncguianciiesDiRieineibiiabicrneeadian 3 
Grease and oils not otherwise provided for 572 | 10 percent.......... 10.00 .014 | Ibs. 
Human hair seaticuniphdniiaebeertiapeenees 577 | 20 per cent........ BOOED Sievssiias i lbs 
Mineral waters not provided for... 627 | 30 per cent........... 30. 00 . 305 | gals, 
Mo es not above fifty-six degrees : iniconeeiihinkibligsiiiiatiniena 630 | 4 cts. per gal.. 28. 04 .149 | gals. } 
Nut « or Oil of muts, 1. O. P ......0000 ceeees pesvanesnensreesbhens 667 | 25 per cent.. 25. 00 .296 | gals, | 
Olive oil, unfit for eating........... utili pewenmeneeeun 669 | 25 per cent..... os 25. 00 .9O1 | gals, 
Opium, crude, unadulterated, not under 9 per cent. morphia 678 | $1 per Ib...........000. 43.76 2.285 | lbs. | 
Potash 

Crude sitesideiinil ; 2 ceauinel ieanscsbihansaiiadinnee’ 701 | 20 per cent........... 20.00 .034 | Ibs, 

SO 702 | 20 per cent..... 20. 00 .045 | Ibs, 

I tearm 708 | 1 cent perlb 35. 30 . 028 | Ibs. / 

Sulphate of......... _ ousse 704 | 20 per cent......... P 20. 00 . 020 | Ibs. 1, 996, 324 

Chlorate of......... nctiinnlbieritiiniaatiuidiant ; causedteaman f 705 | cents per pound 94. 93 -120 | lbs, 1, 855, 899 
Rags, not otherwise provided for ........... 712 | 10 per cent......... 10.00 . 683 | Ibs. 2, 280 
NT en metedied 729 | + cent per pound.” 15. 07 .017 | Ibs. 3, 040, 473 
Rape seed ness sees s 736 | } cent per pound 7.50 . 033 | Ibs. 1,111, 839 
ID, coccaseeuoceduiiaubtintiin 754 | 20 per cent........... \ A | eee ake pes stetee Wéaumenwitinndios 
Sand ieunteietnahiniaeiaas 757 | 10 per cent........... ! PC Boss saciinhelasntdbventastpedipnenstitisesataaersenit 12, 904. 00 
I tine, spirits of 777 | 20 cents per gal.. 11.80 1.700 146. 50 294. 00 





25, 803, 105. 04 5, 828, 074. 65 








Mr. BAYNE. I did suppose, in view of the fact there had been a 


long discussion of the tariff question in the House of Representatives | 


and the matter had gone over to the Senate, that we should have ior- 
borne on an occasion of this sort when unanimity is so ne2essary in 
order to effect an adjournment. [Laughter.] But it seems the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] is anxious to discuss the 
tariff question even when the proposition before the House is whether 
we shall adjourn or not; and he has devoted his remarks mainly to 
the measure which is now pending in the Senate. 

The first proposition gf the gentleman from Tennessee, as I caught 
it, was that the Mills bill simply made a redaction of existing duties 
of between 5 and 6 per cent. The argument of the advocates of that 
bill in the House of Representatives was directed to that end, and it 
was assNinously asserted on that side of the House that the total re- 
duction made was about 5 or 6 per cent. Like some of the proposi- 
tions of the bill, this argument is a deception and a snare calculated 
to deceive the public who could not fully investigate the bill. Taking 
the entire bill and eliminating from the calculation the duties which 
were stricken entirely from existing law, such a calculation was possi- 
ble, but that conclusion is erroneous. 

In order to ascertain how far the Mills bill reduces the duties on im- 
ports, all articles under existing law which are not touched by the bill 
should not be taken into consideration. Articles which are put on the 
free-list, and which now pay a duty, should be counted as a 100 per 
ceut. reduction. If sugar, an industry which flourishes in a certain 
section of the country be left out, and if the caleulation be made on 
the basis of the proposed free-list, coupled with the articles on which 
the duties are reduced, it will be found that the Mills bill makes an 
average reduction of duty of from 40 to 50 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER. May Iask the gentleman a question—one ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYNE. Inamoment. And yet the argument on that side 
of the House has been that the reduction of duties has only been be- 
tween 5 and 6 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER. The question I want toask is, what would be the 
effect of the reduction on sugar—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I will come to that presently. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] has said that the iron schedule of the bill 
prepared by the Senate increases the duty upon the whole about 10 
per cent. 

How he arrives at that conclusion I cannot understand. The duties 
on soft steel and cotton-ties are raised by the Senate bill. They are 
simply put upon the level they should occupy in a properly graduated 
metal schedule. Unless these duties raise the percentage 10 per cent. 
on the iron schedule, there is no such increase as he asserts. But cot- 


ton-ties are a commodity consumed in a certain section of the country, 
not produced like sugar, and therefore they were put upon the free-list 
by the Mills bill. The Senate did not see fit to discriminate in favor 
of the Southern section of this country as against the consumers of hoop- 
iron throughout the West and throughout theentire North. It sought 
to draw no line of discrimination as to production or consumption, 
but aimed to treat both the producers and the consumers of the country 
equally, equitably, and alike. 

The gentleman has undertaken to show that the Senate bill, not- 
withstanding its reduction of the duties on sugar of 50 per cent. yet 
raised the duty on sugar and gives advantage to the sugar trust. I 
aver that the Mills bill as it passed the House was under the direction 
and inspiration of the sugar trust. It has sufficiently appeared that a 
leading Democrat of New Yerk and the president of that great trust, 
appeared either directly or indirectly before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House and secured from that committee such pro- 
tection as would enable that trust to flourish. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] allow a suggestion there? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman has probably forgotten 
that he has just stated a fact that has been denied by all the gentlemen 
whoconstitute the majority side of the Ways and Means Committee; and 
if he persists in that statement I would be greatly obliged to him if he 
would state the evidence upon which he makes that allegation. 

Mr. BAYNE. I shall treat the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] fairly. It was denied by gentlemen of that committee that 
Mr. Havemeyer appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means; 
that is, that he appeared in one of its official sittings. But it has been 
admitted by members of the Ways and Means Committee that Mr. 
Havemeyer and his attorney had conferences with them respecting du- 
ties upon sugar. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. May I have the attention of the gen- 
tleman just a moment on a matter of fact? 

Mr. BAYNE. I must decline to yield now. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will take only a moment of the gen- 
tleman’s time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will have plenty of time, because the statement he has made 
is absolutely untrue, and the facts must go into the RecorD. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well; if plenty of time is accorded I will yicid 
for any interruption. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The statement the gentleman has made is one 
that can not be substantiated in any way in the world, because it is 
absolutely devoid of all fact. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I think that statement 1s 














there was no investigation <¢ l r b t Commit \ 
and Means, but only befor action of it. 
Mr. BAYNE. it was ad lin a colloqr 3 
Havemeyer and his attorney were herein Washington. Itw 
if I recall the facts correctly, by the gentleman from K 
eas E] that he had had a conversation wit ir. H 
Mr. BRI NRIDGE, of Kentucky. Onthe cont 
man from Kentucky expressly stated that he had had 1 
with Mr. Havemeyer, though he th ] l he had 1} 
to him. The gentleman from Ke » stated t ‘ 
no conversation with Df: Parsot ey of Mr. H , 
the question of the sugar schedule, but had had conv: 
on other subjects, and that those , gentle en were he! 
mittee on Manufactures under subpeena from that cor 
of making any admission that I had had any conversa 
Havemeyer on the subject of the sugar schedule, I expressly 
it; and as to the ent that I had had any conve 
attorney on that 1 explicitly said it 
now repeat. ‘There was no foundation of truth in if. 
Mr. BAYNE. These two gentlemen deny that th 
versation with Mr. Havemever or | ittorney respecting t 
sugar, but I say that the Committee on Ways and } 
they did it consciously or unconsciously, changed the sug chedi 
in the Mills bill after that visit of Mr. Havemeyer. The or 


reported by the committee drew the line at No. 16 
and the bili was amended so as to draw the line at No. 13 
ard, and the object sought by the sugar trust was to have 
drawn at No. 13 Dutch standard, because it would give t 
vantage. The two events were 














Havemeyer and his attorney to the Land t 
made in the Mills bill. 

Mr. TURNER. Ibegthe gentleman from Pennsylvan Mr. BA‘ 

o allow me to mak :a statement of a minute or two at that ] 
cause the gentleman has, no doubt unintentionally, do 
The statement of fact which he has made is ie, 
The change in the sugar schedule to which he advert 
to the visit of Mr. Havemeyer to which he refers l 
the visit of Mr. Havemeyer, I beg leave to make this s 

That gentleman caine h in ver toa mons fre 
mittee on Manufactures, as the gentleman n Pent 
BAYNE] is aware, in order to testify in regard to the su tru 
while here he brought into the room of the Committe Vi i 
Means samples of sugar which he had with him to illustrate th 
ferent grades and standards. Those samples were brought to \ 
ington for use before the Committee on Manufactur: nd 


engaged here as a witness before that committee, Mr. Hav 
peared in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means 
played his samples on a table there; on which occasion t 
present, according to my recollection, one Republican ger 
two or three Democratic members of the committee. No 

any conversation with Mr. Havemeyer. He simply made } 

ments in regard to the colors and grades and standards o igat 
lustrated by the samples which he exhibited. There was no d 

sion of our bill. 

t was merely an informal affair, and nothing beyond what | 
stated took place. No propositions were made on either side, but th 
matter ended there. Out of that transaction have grown the extraor- 
dinary statements repeated here to-day by the very fair and courteous 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], who, I re usually 
means to be just; and on that slight foundation has arisen also the ex- 
traordinary statement made by Mr. Blaine the other day in “Indi ina 
All of these statements, whether that of the gentleman from Pennsy! 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] , or that which was made on the floor of the Senate 
on a recent occasion by a gentlemamwnanaging the Senate bill, or the | 
statement made by the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Blaine, in his dis- | 
cussion of the sugar question in Indiana—all of the statements are un- 
true. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugves- 
tion at this point, as Mr. Biaine’s name has been mentioned ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I beg that I shall be allowed to o 
@ little of the time that. is allotted to this side of the House 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to add th at I was not 
present at the conversation of whic he my friend from Georgia [} 
TURNER] has just spoken. . 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported t] 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 11599 to au 
thorize the Postmaster-General to rent a suitable building in the city 
of Washington to be used as a mail-bag repair-shop, and for other pur 
poses; when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Tur NER] has 
stated what took place between Mr. Havemeyer and certain gentlemen 
of the committee; and I of course accord due credit to any statement 
that gentleman may make. But, whether conscio usly oruns¢ 
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cents per pound they will manufacture all the tin-plate that may be 
required by the consumers ofthis country at prices as low as those at 
which tin-plate is now selling; they will give employment to $30,000,- 
000 of capital and to twenty thosusand men, and will keep within the 
borders of our country the $16,000,000 now annually paid to foreign 
manufacturers for this article. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why have you not done that before ? 

Mr. PETERS. We have not had the power. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, we have not had the power. When we get the 
opportunity we propose to do it; and we propose to havean opportunity 
after the November election. 

Mr. HOOKER. That will be a ‘‘ deferred hope.’’ 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not think so. There is nothing more certain 
politically under the sun than that the next House of Representatives 
will be Republican, and it follows almost as certainly as night the day 
that General Harrison will be elected President of the United States. 
You mark that prediction, and see if it is not verified by the facts in 
a short time. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has seen fit to speak 
of cutlery, and he goes on to say the Senate biil maintains a higher rate 
of duty on the very low grades of cutlery than it does on the higher 
and better grades. That is an effect of specific duties to put a higher 
rate of duty on inferior articles and a lower rate of duty on superior 
articles. It is a consequence of specific duties, but it is a consequence 
which inures to the advantage of the American consumer. If the ad va- 
lorem duty be low on cutlery, or woolen goods, or cotton goods, or any- 
thing else, the most inferior character of goods will be imported, whereas 
if the duty be specific and be graduated as low as can be in the matter 
of specific duties, the specific duty, when it invites importation at all, 
invites a better quality of goods from abroad, and thus the American 
consumer has a better article for the money he pays. And that is one 
of the reasons at least why the Senate has seen fit to put specific instead 
of ad valorem duties. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, under our protective system in this country we 
have prospered beyond all precedent. During the three hundred and 
fifty years of our occupancy of this continent, including the hundred 
years of our existence as a nation, the aggregate wealth of this country 
up to 1860 amounted to about $16,000,000,000, while from 1860 to 
1880, a period of twenty years, the aggregate wealth of the country, 
as shown by the census of 1880, reached the enormous aggregate of 
$45,000,000,000. Thus in twenty years of protection the people of the 
country made nearly $30,000,000,000, or to be accurate, $29,000,000, - 
000 in aggregate wealth. That result was attributable to our protect- 
ive system. 

rom 1860 up to the present time is the only period in our history 
when we have had a fair test of the protective system. At no other 
period has that system been permitted to endure longer than eight or 
ten years. Since the beginning of the Government in 1789 we have 
had over one hundred and thirty modifications of our protective sys- 
tem; tariff enactment after tariff enactment, tinkering with the tariff all 
the time; but during this last period we have had a continued protection 
for twenty-four years, and during that twenty-four years this country has 
prospered more and gained more in wealth by 200 per cent. than in all 
the three hundred and fifty years of its antecedent history. 

It is claimed by the gentleman from Tennessee the Senate bill will 
not reduce the revenue of the Government. It is shown beyond all 
peradventure that bill will reduce the revenues about $75,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then if the taxes were doubled the revenues would 
be increased as much more. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, if the tariff were doubled it would increase the 
prosperity of this country. There is no doubt about it. [Lanughter.] 
There is no question about that. The Senate bill was framed with a 
view to reduce the revenues of the Government. It will have that ef- 
fect because it will not increase importation. It will have that effect 
because the duties are made specific, and there will not be undervalua- 
tions and evasions of the law. 

The Senate bill is the most perfect piece of tariff legislation ever 
presented to or ever enacted by Congress. It is the most perfect sys- 
tem which has ever been framed. One advantage of it is that it di- 
vides the various classes of goods into thirteen different schedules, 
placing the different articles in alphabetical order in each schedule. 

So framed is that bill that the administration of it by the Treasury 
Department and customs officers will be easy. Evasions of that plan 
will be difficult, and the country under the system proposed by the 
Senate, which will be the law of the country if any legislation be en- 
acted by this or the subsequent Congress, will go on and prosper as it 
has done during the last quarter of a century. 

It has been stated by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] that the Senate bill puts a duty of 258 per cent. on a cer- 
tain class of knit goods, and I believe he referred to a computation 
made by Mr. Switzler, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, as his author- 
ity. ‘The allegation is founded on paragraph 358 of the Senate bill. 
That paragraph is as follows: 

358. Clothing ready made, and wearing apparel of every description not spe- 


cially enumerated or provided for in this act, balmoral skirts and skirting and 
goods of similar description, or used for like purposes, knit goods, all goods 
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made on knitting-frames, and plushes, and all pile fabrics, composed wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca, goat, or other animals, made 
up or manufactured wholly orin part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufact- 
urer, 40 cents per pound and in addition thereto 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, it so happens that in the year 1887 there were imported 48 
pounds of some kind of knit goods, valued at $9, and the duty of this 
peculiar and exceptional class, under paragraph 358 of the Senate bill, 
would probably be 258 per cent. What kind of goods these are I have 
been unable to ascertain, and the reports of Mr. Switzler do not show. 

But should this isolated and exceptional fact disparage paragraph 358 
of the Senate bill? 

The woolen goods imported in ihe fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
were— 

Se ciiiicnres dhicticcuan 
Dress gooc 
Knit goods 
Shawis.. 
Yarns..... 


. $10,022, 370. 67 
17, 199, 141, 02 
1, 980, 453. 74 
1, 629, 998. 19 
1, 747, 562. 09 


I a oo a hning ancy dksiny hile ecb connvh bak aphohadio“ 31, 979, 525. 71 
That vast importation ought to satisfy the veriest free-trader, espe- 
cially in view of our abundant capacity to produce all these things. And 
this very Mr. Switzler makes the Senate bill levy duties on these ar- 
ticles as follows: 










Per cent. 
LA idnedintuidsdnsesoieesbremidmiiudmaibeuaucotes aseopee ; 75.15 
EET TEE TEE ED 78. 02 
IIIT isn concntinnnsatitilondidemiiel « 71.90 
SII teiatemidsinbbeappibshralaiiainaeeenssn tte + 68.27 
NE cidedispvasiaihtlieh vademiees btetliadantwi vanes eogueueclinasionsshassiubadsbesisenbeuksertyaluapnanditeuiava 113. 83 





Now, why was a change of existing law in regard to woolens neces- 
sary? For reasons that are obvious to those who understand the situ- 
ation. Under existing law a pound of clean wool pays a far higher 
amount of duty than a pound of cloth. It takes, I am informed, 18 
ounces of wool to make a pound of cloth. The 18 ounces of wool pay 
33.75 cents duty, while the pound of cloth pays but 12 cents duty. I 
am indebted to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ARNOLD] for 
this information. 

It is obvious that the duties on articles in the woolen schedule should 
be raised if the manufactured product should pay its relative propor- 
tion of duty. And inasmuch as there are vast and increasing importa- 
tions of woolens, and for the further reason that many of our people, 
including large numbers of working women, are engaged in manufact- 
uring them, the ‘Senate committee doubtless foresaw that the duties 
they have fixed would diminish importations and thus decrease the 
surplus revenue on the one hand and stimulate home production and 
employ home labor on the other. The Senate’s proposition is not only 
just and well founded from an economic standpoint, but it is as well 
humane and patriotic. 

The Mills bill puts a straight ad valorem of 40 per cent. on all 
woolens. Its effect in this regard would simply be to flood our markets 
with the cheapest, meanest shoddy that the poorest-paid labor of Europe 
ran produce. : 

Mr. Speaker, I did not anticipate this debate. It is searcely appro- 
priate to the occasion or to the subject under consideration. But the 
debate is a good thing, for the more this great subject of protection is 
discussed, the more certain will be the victory which the friends of 
American industries will achieve. 

I yield tea minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAy- 
LOR]. 

Me EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, in view of the extraordi- 
nary statement of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ''URNER] and the 
more extraordinary statement of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], in refer. » to the matter of interview between the 
members of the Ways and ».cuns Committee and Mr. Havemeyer and 
those interested with him, I wich to take the time allotted to me in 
reading from the Recorp of July 10 last a colloguy which will be 
found on page 6563. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas} 
was on the floor, and asked this question: 


Mr. McComas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question of the majority of 
the Committee on Ways and Means forinformation. I desire to ask the gentle- 
men of the majority of the committee (and I see three of them present), whether 
or not on the 26th of March last, Mr. Havemeyer, of New York, did not have a 
hearing by a majority of the committee, or by four members of the majority, 
with respect to sugar? I know that on the 12th of March there was a hearing 
and an examination of Mr. Havemeyer before the Committee on Manufactures, 
but I want to know now whether, on the 23d of Marchi, the day of the adjourn- 
ment of this House by reason of the decease of the lamented Chief-Justice of the 
United States, the members of the majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means did not, individually or collectively, some of them, give a hearing to Mr. 
Havemeyer on this subject? 


To which this response was given: 


Mr. Breckrnriper, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman I do not believe that any- 
body ever came to Washington to confer with the Democratic members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means but what he had ample opportunity to talk over 
the business he came here about, 


This was a direct answer, a Democratic answer. 


Mr. McComas. Does that include Mr. Havemeyer? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As regards this particular case, I do not re- 
member dates, but I remember that Mr. Havemeyer talked with me and per- 
haps a little with some of the other Democratic members of the Ways and 
Means Committee about the sugar-refining business. It was when he was here 
summoned as a witness before the Committee on Manufactures. 





i 
4 
4 
3 





Lira 


so 


Sf as OR ia OTA RE) 9 80.0 AINE ENR NCANEE BSS EA BO CEN ARC 


Je aed PRR ars 


- 








CONGRESSIONAL 












Mr. McComas, That was on the 12th of March. e 

Mr. BreckrneipGr, of Arkansas. Very well, then, I would say that it was 
on the 12th. Lam speaking now from memory, and I will say that at m) 
quest, having developed bef: the Committee on Manufactures an in 
line of investigation, precisely what the Committee on Ways an i Me 
engaged upon, I asked him to wait after he was done with the Committ 
Manufactures and go with me to the Ways and Means Committ 
wanted him to talk there with one or two gentlemen of the « ‘ 
lated to some matters of a technical character that I for one war i 
tion about. That, I suppose, is what the gentleman from Mary i 

Mr. McComas. Now, does the gentleman from Arkansas 1 t 
on the day of our adjo ment here on account of the decease the « 
Justice Mr. Havemeyer did have a hearing before the Comn >on Ways l 
Means or some of its members? 

Mr. BreckrneipGe, of Arkansas, I have no recollection of 

Mr. McComas. Anyhow, you admit that he did have a hearing f th i 
jority on some other day upon your invitation? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of-Arkansas. I do not mean to deny it, the facts, as stated 
atall. My only recollection on the subject is what I have given } But ' 
pose he did. Suppose he had come to me or I had met him on t yous 
I would have listened to him with great pleasure. 

* * « * * # “ 


Mr. BrEcKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Nor were some of us present. But this is 
the fact which the gentleman has disingenxously distorted. No human being 
came to any member of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee and 
asked to have a conversation with him when it was not courteously accorded 

Mr. McComas. Did Mr. Havemeyer—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One moment. When the gentleman says 
in antithesis, that we gave a hearing to the “chief of the sugar trust’’ and re 
fused it to others he is intentionally disingenuous. 

Mr. McComas. Let me ask the gentleman this question. If he wants to 
fair and frank, does he deny specifically that Mr. Havemeyer on March 12 o1 
23, individually conferred, informally if you please, on this subject withan 
ber of gentleman of that committee? 

Mr. BrecKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not deny it. 

Mr. McComas, Ah, that is my point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not deny it. [Applaus« 
publican side.}] And the gentlemen who applaud, applaud a di 
statement. 








Mr. McComas. My statement isasfairasyours. My assertion was th en 
bers of that committee, men who happen to be on that committee, a number « 
the gentlemen in the majority on the committee, had, informally or formaliy,I 
eare not which, given time and had conversations on this quest i with th 


gentleman at the head of the sugar ‘trust,’ and within a few days thereafter 
reported this bill making the change from 16 to 13, Dutch standard 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Indubitably, if Mr. Havemeyer asked an 
audience, he got it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
of that answer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly not. 

Mr. EZRAB.TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, in our part of the country we 
do not pride ourselves about being particularly chivalrous, but we 
have an appreciation of what honesty is and fair-dealing, and when 
Mr. MILs tel!s Mr. Blaine that the Committee on Ways and Means 
had no audience with Mr. Havemeyer, he tells the absolute truth in 
words, but I think he should have stated an interview was had with 
certain members of the committee and Mr. Havemeyer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Goon and say it; say what 
you intended to say. Ilave the courage as well asthe malignity to use 
the term you design to imply. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I say nothing more than that. I say it 
was a truth in language, because the Committee on Ways and Means 
never existed as a committee in formulating that bill. 
raction of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman from 
New York proceeds will he permit an interruption? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainiy. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that I intend to respond to what he has said, and I de 
sire that he shall be present when 1 doso. I want to point out the 
disingenuousness of the original conversation as carried on, with the 
disingenuousness of the gentleman himself in his garbled extract from 
it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will be here. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I can throw 
any light on this aftermath of tariff discussion. At the close of the 
great tariff debate which took place in this House there was a speech 
of one hour made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs], the 
whole burden of which speech was that the entire reduction of taxa- 
tion proposed by the Mills bill, from the present rate of tariff duty, 
amounted to from 5 to 7 per cent. There was no opportunity for fur- 
ther debate after that speech had been delivered, and hence no chance 
of contradicting the statements in open House that were then mad 
I see those statements still repeated all over the country. The speech 
rests on the statement embodied in the arguments then delivered, first 
that the 47 per cent. claimed to be exacted by the present law was a 
robbery on the part of the manufacturers, and that the Mills bill pre 


The gentleman does not read the whole 


It was only a 


] 
poses merely a lesser robbery. But I want to go beyond that. Th 
Democratic platform of 1884, as well as the reaffirmation of the p! 
form in 1888, held out to the wage-earners of America the hope that 
whatever tariff legislation should be enacted, or internal-revenue laws 
that the wage-earner of the country should be cared for. 

Now we have sufficient data, and they credible, too, I believe, from 
the Bureau of Statistics itself, to show that the wages of the American 
wage-earners are from 65 to 67 per cent. greater than in any competing | 


ie 





RECORD—HOUSE. 











y in the world, and especially have these figures been 1? 
iefs of the Bur is of St stics lof | rin respect to t 
zes of | sh i as pared l 1 Soif we 
} mess 1 ‘ ( ‘ ) ' 
at t t ur l 5 us 
‘ 67 bp t oad 
and t tl Den at party lin \ 
t, to make independ e un 
y in all of our tariff measures to he 
rate by making our dutiable list 67 But ther L 
made fromit. The Chief of the Bureau of La well 





ered f 


hows that there is an ad 
of 17 per cent. in the n F 








per 
That fairly would leave the general ta of A 

per cent That is the proposition that the P lent | 

message; that is the proposition that has been made in req ls} 

from the Democratic side; but I find by the Mills bill that instead of 

holding it at 50 per cent. for the protection of Ameri labor 

stated to have gone down to 42 percent. Now, on th and Iam 

willing to stand by the figures here and elsewhere, it to t 

House what I regard as a mathematically « t tabular « va ! 





of the present tariff rates and the Mills bill, to which I desire to call 
the attention of the House, as a side note. At the same time I will 
say that I am very 


stump and elsewhere in this cou 
1 


sorry Mr. MILLs or any one else has seen fit on the 








y to persist in playing on the intel 
ligence of our people with the fact or the statement that there is only 
5 per cent. of reduction in his bill from the present tariff. 

Now, sir, here are the averages in the various schedules 





Schedul Pres I 
race I 
A Chemicals 41.28 2 
b.— Earthenware and glassware 60. 61 ‘ 
( Metals ‘ 2.57 i 
D.—Woodenware 44 60 “ 
E.—Sugar.. 78.14 63. 41 
G Provisions 46. 62 7 28 
I.—Cotton 50. 89 ), 40 
J.—Hemp, flax te 1. 40 i 
K Wool and woolens 9 HO. 15 
M Books, papers, et . ‘ a 4. 40 1s 
N.—Sundries 14.78 
Total 64. 34 
The difference between 64.81 and 48.28 is 16.5% 1 3 25.53 pe f 
64.54, not counting the free-list 
: } } ‘ Baoan —_ } ; ‘ 
So the actual reduction according to this tabulated statement of tix 


duty, which will pass uncontradicted by the Bureau of Statistics, and 
which is prepared in this Mills bill itself, is over 25 per cent. on the 
existing rates, not counting the free-list. 

Now let me summarize, as my time is very short. My reasons on 
this floor, Mr. Speaker, for antagonizing the Mills bill clear through were 
first, the opposition that I had to a change from specific duties to ad 
valorem. The very first position that was taken by any amendment on 
the Republican side was to bring back the specific rates or to compound 
the rates. 

Now, I have as an authority the present Secretary of the Treasury 
where he speaks in his last annual report in respect to the specific and 
ad valorem duty, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 1am willing to 
take Democratic authority even for the Senate bill. In the action of 
the Senate in going back to specific duties, I desire to say that it has 
been at the demand and at the request of all the wage-earners of this 
country that a specific duty should be allowed, both for the preventio1 
of undervaluation and at the same time to show that the American 
Congress had taken care specifically of the lahor that enters into every 
product of our industries. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Whatever the rates of customs taxation may be, th iws for the 
the same should be made as efficient as possib In this the n 
porter, who wishes to gain only the legitimate prolits of his business, t 
manufacturer, and laborer are equally interested They all have a rig 
mand that the laws be so administered as to give them every possible | 
tion in their business. The high ad valorem tariff of the last quarter 
tury has been the fruitful cause of devices to gain improper ad 
custom-house. It is, therefore, desirable that in revising and re 
of duty they should be madespecitic instead of ad valorem, so far a re 
of the merchandise will admit. Theoretically conside i f 
erable to specific duties; but in practice nder such rat s we have had and 
must continue to have for years to come, the former are the too-easy source of 
deception and inequ at the custom-house Congre ws itin its power to 
nge, from time to tim smay be adyvis e, specific rates 80 as to meet any 
rmanent changes in vaiues 
Now, Mr. Speaker, as my time is limited, I want to summarize in one 


or two words my whole opposition to the House bill. I find by exam 
nation of the tables furnished by the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House that this bill abolishes one-fourth of all the customs dutic 
[ find also that it puts one-sixth of all these dutiable articles on tl 
free-list, and adds to the free-list prodacts of American in 
which employ 300,000 persons and $500,000,000 of capital that are 
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placed in hazard by its provisions. It reduces the duties on schedules 
that are the ark of our tariff system, because it strikes immediately 
at the home industries; and these schedules give protective employ- 
ment to 1,750,000 Americans, and in this there are employed two thou- 
sand millions of American capital. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to detain the House 


more than a few minutes, and I do not intend to get mixed up in the | 


disputes between the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BrecKINRIDGE] 
and other gentlemen on this side of the House. I have simply this 
to say, since reference has been made to the statement of Mr. Blaine 
upon the stump in regard to Mr. Hevemeyer having been heard before 
the ‘Committee on Ways and Means, that he founded his statement 
upon the record which has been read here to-day, and I think that any 
man outside of Congress, reading that record, would be warranted in 
coming to the conclusion which not only he but so many peoplein this 
country have come to on this subject. In addition to that, my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], even in attempting to defend the posi- 
tion of the Committee on Ways and Means, has stated this morning 
that Mr. Havemeyer had a hearing in that committee-room. That is 
something which I understand nobody else had there. 

The gentleman has stated that Mr. Havemeyer had a hearing, that 
he presented his samples, that he commented upon them, and that he 
was listened to; and the result seems to show that he was listened to 
with effect and that what he stated was so far accepted by the commit- 
tee that the duty on sugar was placed where he wanted it tobe. There- 
fore, taking the record as it stands and the supplementary statement 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], which goes to confirm 
the position taken by this side of the House upon that matter, I do not 
think that anybody can reasonably reflect either upon Mr. Blaine or 
anybody else for anything that has been said about it. 

My friend from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] in his remarks this morn- 
ing stated that the Senate bill raised the duties upon articles of neces- 
sity. I desire to know if there are any articles of greater or more gen- 
eral necessity, any articles that relate more directly to the comfort and 
welfare of the people generally than the article of sugar, upon which 
Mr. Havemeyer or somebody else succeeded in leaving a duty of 68 per 
cent., while fifty-three other articles were put upon the free-list, almost 
all of them articles produced by our own people in the North. There 
is a radical difference between the two bills. 

As Mr. Harrison so felicitously said the other day, it is not a ques- 
tion of schedules but of wide-apart principle. Mr. MILLs took the po- 
sition here, they who supported the Mills bills took the position, and 
the President took the position, that in every instance the duty is added 
to the cost of the article, even though it be an article of domestic pro- 
duction. We take issue upon that proposition, und the facts show that 
itis not correct. I heard a littleillustration of this given once by a dis- 
tinguished gentleman who was formerly a Democratic Senator from 
‘Connecticut, and afterwards a Representative on this floor, Mr. Eaton. 
He said that on one occasion a distinguished college professor came 
down to a manufacturing community in his State to make a free-trade 
speech, and got along very nicely until he saw a farmer standing up 
beside the wall, and thought he would be aspecially good man to talk 
to. So he told the farmer how the tariff had swindled him, and stolen 
from him, and robbed him, and impoverished him. The farmer 
said, ‘‘I don’t know about that, Mr. Professor. I came down here 
five years ago with only $500 in money; I bought a farm, agreeing to 
pay $3,000 for it. I paid $500 down, mortgaged it for $2,500, and in 
five years I have paid for that farm, and I have a little money in 
bank. Sol don’t think I have suffered much from these protectionists.’’ 
“‘Ah!’? said the professor, *‘you are probably one of those shrewd, 
hard-working, industrious, thrifty men who would save money any- 
where, and you would have done what you have done in spite of the 
tariff; but don’t you know that this tariff robs you at the rate of 6 
cents a yard for every yard of cotton that is in your shirt?’’ ‘‘Now,’’ 
replied the farmer, ‘‘you probably think that is true or you would not 
say it, but you can’t prove it by anything that you teach up in that 
school of yours, because I pay only 5 cents a yard altogether for that 
cotton.’’? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield now,to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Perers]. I have only a few minutes remaining, and before the gen- 
tleman from Kansas proceeds I would like to inquire whether he will 
not be allowed ten minutes, if so much time is to be occupied on the 
other side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihave no objection, except 
that I have an engagement which will take me away from the House 
soon, and I prefer that the ten minutes should not be oceupied at this 
time. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I did not in- 
tend to participate in this debate, and I would not have done so, but 


for (to use his own words) the extraordinary exhibition which the gen- | 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAytor] has made to-day, and which 
seems, to render necessary a statement from me. The gentleman from 


Ohio said he would occupy his ten minutes in reading from the REcorD, 


and then he read that Recorp in such a way as to give a false coloring 
to it, which I might be justified in saying was intentionally done, be- 
cause he suppressed such parts of it as would show that the coloring 
which he gave was a false coloring. As, for instance, he reads a sen- 
tence from the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] and then 
takes one word from my response as if I had approved of what Mr. Mc- 
Comas had said, and suppresses the remainder of my sentence, though 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] called his attention to it 
immediately. 

| Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I deny that statement, and 
I call for the proof of it. 

| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The denial of the gentleman 
is now utterly useless, when he could have made the correction imme- 
diately upon Judge TURNER’S calling his attention and my attention to 
his use of the word ‘‘indubitably,’’ which he read and then stopped. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I did notstopat the word ‘‘indubitably.”’ 
| I read the whole sentence: ‘‘Indubitably, if Mr. Havemeyer asked an 
audience, he got it.’’ : ; 

The gentleman from Kentucky must make no mistake when he 
charges me with anything that is dishonorable. 
|} Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not catch the last sen- 
tence of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I say the gentleman from Kentucky must 
make no mistake when he charges me with anything that is dishonor- 
able. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘‘The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky’’ will make no mistake when he makes that charge against the 
gentleman, after his exhibition this morning. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ido not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suppose he is the only per- 
son present who does not understand the response. Judge TURNER 
was sitting close to the gentleman from Ohio, and instantly, when he 
used the word ‘‘indubitably,’’ Judge TURNER ejaculated, ‘‘ You have 
not read the whole sentence.’’ 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Wait a moment; I will give 
you plenty of time. And then Judge TURNER turned to me and said, 
**He has read only the word ‘indubitably;’ he has not read the whole 
sentence.’’ I said ‘‘Certainly;’’ and the gentleman from Ohio went 
on with his comment—a very fair comment indeed. He said, ‘‘We 
do not profess in my country to have any chivalry, but we do profess 
to admire fair dealing’’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Which is exhibited by their 
sending this gentleman to Congress; it. exhibits their desire for fair 
dealing. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I did not 


i 








stop at the word ‘‘indubitably.”’ I marked it on my RecorD for the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to read; and I marked 
the whole sentence. If I did stop there it was unintentional. I in- 
tended to read the whole sentence. I did read the whole sentence. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will not follow the exam- 
ple of the gentleman in what he has done this morning, and say that 
he did intentionally suppress a part of thesentence. If he says he in- 
tended to read it, 1 will let the matter go. I will not even go on and 
say that it would have sounded much moreas if he were now accurate 
if he had done that when Judge TuRNER called his attention and my 
attention to it. We were both sitting close to him, and attention was 
called to it. 
| Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 
| Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The record at the Reporter’s desk will 
show that I read the whole sentence at once. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I can not say how the record 
is; but I know the gentleman did not read the whole sentence 








Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I know I did. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And Judge TURNER called 
his attention to it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. May I ask to have the Reporter read-—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam not tobe called off into 
any discussion with the Reporter. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will state, in confirmation of what the 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky has said, that his recital just made 
of the facts as to what I stated, and as to my understanding of the read- 
ing the gentleman from Ohio made, is correct. As I understood, the 
gentleman read the word ‘‘indubitably,’’ and then either said ‘‘ etc.’’ or 
stopped altogether and read no other word. If the Reporter has got 

| the other words it is not because the gentleman from Ohio read them, 

| but because, according to what is tle usual practice here, he handed 

| the language to the Reporter. 

| Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I handed not a word to the 

Reporter. 

| Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But the Reporters know how to goto the 

different pages of the Recorp and get a passage which is referred to. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR.. Does the gentleman, for the purpose of 

| condemning me, condemn also the Reporters of this House? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do not, sir. Let the gentleman un- 
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derstand me. When the gentleman took his seat he ceased that quota- The colloquy goes 

tion with the word ‘‘ indubitably.’’ ported as asking as 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. IfI did I madea mistake- 1 wl I 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have no dispositi 

last statement. cted on : 
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[Mr. TURNER} call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR I was so much interested in 1 i talk to 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow 


now? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I understood the gentleman this t 
ing to deny it; and having seen in the RecorpD that! e 1] 
did not deny it, I called his attention to that fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; and if the 
man who has interposed now had not suppressed it he would have found 








I denied it then. Forin answer toit 1 said to Mr. McComas, who f 
asked whether he did havea conversation with certain members of tl a 
committee—lI said this: fusal on the part of the comn 
Mr. BreckryripGe, of Kentucky. I do not deny it. the s t t granted ‘‘] I 
I said I did not know. I was not present. The gentleman knew | a intelligently do. , 
had said that. He deliberately suppressed it. He read the sent planation was made, and it y 





se 


I do not deny it,”’ and read the applause of the Republican members | 2 tionally disingen . Ther 
of the House which followed that, with emphasis. Having used the Mr. BAYNE Al ‘ 


words ‘‘in my extraordinary denial this morning,’’sfor the purpose of : r. DEVI 
e : 1 . . . 4) N} t . + 
insinuating to this House I had not denied the thing at all in the pres i , i Senuiema 


> * : 
ence of Mr. McComas what I had denied this morning, and that is a | W"0 Were Ziven Aearings by | 
specimen of the fair play which the gentleman says in his part of the _ 
country is admired. 





Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing in this REcorp to which I do | tleman to unders ct 

call attention now, although it has been corrected heretofo i d i. Isay th 

in that conversation—— ersations with { 
Mr. FARQUHAR rose. talked with them ral] 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me get through. Itwas| Mr. BAYNI! 

an exciting colloquy, a great many persons interposing, persons asking ited a number | ns 


questions and other persons answering questions, interrupting gentk had by os mbers of the 
men on the other side of the House, interrupting by applause and by | Mr. BI 
derisive laughter the reporter, therefore it is not unnatural he should . 








make some mistake; but the mistake he made is so apparent on the | tction. uld t 
face of it I do not think anybody was deceived by it. But I took the | had any ! 
liberty of making a correction, so there should be no mistake about the | rt 2 
matter: M ce } 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Letme getthrough. Th« - Mr u 7 , 
ing of me by himself, may think it was improper. I nd I I 
' 


As that gentleman [Mr. McComas] is absent, I care not t 
that. I went on: 


I had known Mr. John Parsons; he was in the committee-room : we re V ' 
our acquaintance, and had a humorous conversation about the gentk being ‘ 


man b 
before the Committee on Manufactures, and I was introduced to three 












gentlemen, including one or possibly two of the Messrs Havemeyer: but th: hab 
was no conversation between us cither about the sugar schedule or the testi- | _ 
mony before the Committee on Manufactures tet 


Mr, McComas, I understand that Mr. Parsons is the counsel of the sugar tru tl 
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Jefferson Coolidge, Mr. W. B. Rice, and other gentlemen representing 
various industries of Massachusetts. I asked these gentlemen and 
asked other gentlemen connected with the enterprises and industries 
of that State to give me an opportunity to have conversations with 
them on various matters. As to Mr. J. 8S. Moore, I did seek a conver- 
sation with him; as far as I know he never did with me, but I did 
with him, and I found him one of the most valuable, intelligent, and 
admirably informed gentlemen. 

Mr. BAYNE. So I suppose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Just as I did Mr. David A. 
Wells, Mr. Edmund Atkinson, Mr. James Russell Lowell, and various 
other gentlemen connected with industries of many kinds throughout | 
the country. I do not hesitate to avow, and in the most public man- 
ner, my sense of obligation to these and many other gentlemen for 
valuable information connected with the industries of the country as 
relating to the preparation of the tariff bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would suggest to the gentleman that the most 
of the members who have been named by him are also members of the 








Cobden Club. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That may be true—no, I 
think it is not; but if they were I do not see what difference it could 
make, The members of the Cobden Club, whose faces I have never 
seen, are entitled to gratitude for valuable information upon this very 
subject; and I do not hesitate to acknowledge my indebtedness to Mr. 
Gladstone and Sir Lionel Playfair, whose contributions to economic 
questions have great value, if indeed they have been excelled; and I 
would commend to my friend from New York to read Mr. Gladstone and 
Sir Lionel Playfair, and try to draw a little of the broad spirit which 
animates their writings, as well as a little of the liberality with which 
they deal with a question of this magnitude. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I accept graciously, of course, the recommenda- 
tions of the gentleman from Kentucky, but I may be permitted to say 
that for the last twenty years I have perused pretty much all of these 
economic studies, and the longer I read economic books the more Iam 
confirmed in the opinion that there is an American system which is 
paramount to and independent of the British system, and is more satis- 
factory to the American people. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I confess to some admira- | 
tion for the learning and erudition that my friend testifies he has, and 
I give him the meed of my admiration on the modesty that has kept | 
his light under a bushel so many years, so that we had not heard of it | 
before. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam glad of the compliment. I merely wish 
to suggest that if the wage-earners of the country had been more con- 
sulted the gentleman would have had more infurmation than he ob- 
tained on this subject. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ihaveno doubt, Mr. Speaker, 
that if we had sat on the inside and heard testimony and on the out- 
side had caught the frying of the fat, it might have been that our bill | 
would have been different to what it is, and the exchequer of our party 
might have been fuller. That is, on the other end of the Capitol, not 
on this, [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, as to the sugar schedule and Mr. Havemeyer's connection with 
it, I want to say once for all that so far as I had anything to do with 
it—and I was perhaps as largely responsible for that schedule as any 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, as it was originally putin 
the bill—I thought it was a good thing to make theline of demarkation 
at 16 and not at 13, The Democratic members of the Waysand Means 
Committee disagreed with me on that subject, and only after a great 
deal of hesitation that schedule was adopted by us. 

As soon as it was adopted the New York Times came oui in a series 
of able articles demonstrating that the schedule as we drew it up was 
not in the interest of the American producer. I made personal in- 
quiries as far as I was able to do so of persons who were familiar 
with the manufacture of sugar in Louisiana, in California, in the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and elsewhere, of gentlemen of all political views, that 
I might make myself familiar with it. I came to the conclusion that 
we had made a mistake in the change of that schedule, and while the | 
existing schedule was wholly unsatisfactory, that my change of it was 
probably equally unsatisfactory; and acting on the principle that con- 
trolled me and all that I did on this bill whenever I was in a state of 
doubt as to what I ought to do, I thought the existing condition of 
things had better be retained, and so I consented to a change back to 
the schedule, precisely as the Senate, after full examination, have also 
done. They left the line of demarkation at 13, precisely as the House 
did, 

Now, in relation to Mr. Havemeyer, he had nothing to do with me 
so far as the making of that change is concerned. I had no conversation 
with him on the subject of sugar at all. 

Now, as to what ought to be done with the sugar schedule, I then 
was in doubt; I now am in doubt. In the Senate schedule there are 
two grave defects, according to my best judgment. One is that it ad- 
mits molasses not exceeding fifty degrees of saccharine matter entirely 
free. Thirty-seven million gallons of that class came in during 1887. 

By that the refiners can control the introduction of the raw material. 
I see no reason why under this bill the introduction of raw sugar would 
not cease, and all would come in in the shape of molasses and the 
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sugar refiner get the entire margin of duty on his refined sugar; 
and if any gentleman at this time can point out that I am mistaken, 
I will be glad, because I want to know what is the real merit or de- 
merit of putting molasses on the free-list, which seems to strike at the 
beet-sugar interests of California and the sorghum industry of Kansas 
and Louisiana sugars, because the refiner would get the entire mar- 
gin of duty. Under the sehedule as it is in the Senate bill the 
margin between the duty on raw sugarsand the duty on refined sugars 


| islarger than thatin the Millsbili. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


has not examined the sugar schedule with his usual care or he would 
have ascertained in the refined sugars the margin of the duty is higher 
in proportion to the duty on the raw sugar in the Senate bill than it 
is in the House bill or under the present law. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry there? , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. If all raw sugar should be imported in the form of 
molasses and put on the free-list as in the Senate bill, would it not very 
largely reduce the revenues of the Government ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. Itwould. Fifty-six millions 
of dollars, of course. And, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman says that 
that is what his party desires to do, that they desireto have that $56,- 
000,600 taken out of the revenue and not to avoid aplan to prevent the 
introduction of raw sugar, but to effect the destruction of the hope 
of Kansas and California to produce sugar from sorghum and beets and 
the destruction of the sugar interests of Louisiana, it may be a matter 
which he would himself and I myself might have some remarks to 
make. If molasses under fifty-six degrees of saccharine is introduced 
in sufficient quantities to make the refined sugars of the country, 
the entire $56,000,000 revenue received from sugar will of course 
cease, and it will go into the pockets of the sugar refiner. That $56,- 
000,000 will be transferred by the gentleman’s legislation from the 
Treasury of the United States to the pockets of the refiner, because the 
refiner will have the entire duty on refined sugars which is 1} ofa 
cent. Certainly that will be sufficient to exclude all refined sugars, 
and the reduction of revenue to the Government will mark precisely 
the increased profit and revenue to the sugar refiner. 

There can be no doubt about that, and if the gentleman, with his 
usual research, will take the subject up and study it he will agree with 
me, though possibly he may not acknowledge it until after the Presi- 
dential canvass is over. 

Mr. BAYNE. That will be free raw material. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly it will be free 
raw material; but the gentleman seems to have no conception of the 
difference between a free raw material which increases the amount of 
product in America and decreases the cost, and a free raw material 
which diminishes the revenue of the Government, increases the profit 
of the manufacturer, and leaves the burden upon the consumer pre- 
cisely where it was before. That is the difference between the gentle- 
men who advocate free molasses and those who advocate free wool, free 
leather, free raw silk, free cotton, free lumber, and other free raw ma- 
terials which have to be made up here. 

Now, I did not intend to participate in this debate, but as I am up, 
there are one or two points in this ‘‘ perfect’’ Senate bill to which I 
wish to direct attention. There isa colloquialism in Kentucky that 
‘* you don’t need to eat the whole leg of mutton to know that it is un- 
derdone;’’ and I propose to take a sample from this Senate bill. The 
duty on knit goods is increased by this bill in such a way as to put it 
at 258 per cent. That is, goods costing $9 will have put upon them a 
duty of $23.25, by the mere changing of the term “ knit goods’’ from 
its place in the present statute to another classification in the proposed 
bill. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], 
in the colloquy that he had with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TuR- 
NER], to approve of that. Does he believe that a prohibitory duty of 
258 per cent. upon knit goods is a ‘‘perfect’”’ rate of duty? I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that that is his doctrine. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam not prepared to speak at this moment specif- 
ically as to knit goods; but I know that under the existing law there 
has been a very large importation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I took it for granted that the 
gentleman knew this Senate bill as the Turk knows the Koran, because 
he said it was ‘‘perfect’’ in all its parts, a sort of divine inspiration 
which had come down from the heavenly source of the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate. But may be the gentleman will think that 148 
per cent, duty is a proper rate of duty om woolens. On manufactures 
of worsted, hair of the alpaca, goat, etc., not exceeding 30 cents a pound, 
or exceeding 30 and not exceeding 40 cents a pound, the duty under 
the present law is 69 per cent. The Mills bill makes it 40 per cent. 
and the Senate bill makes it 148 per cent. That is, the Senate bill 
makes a change of 78 per cent. according to my way of counting; but 
the gentleman says that is not a proper way; he says that we should 
reckon the percentage on the duty, not on the price of the article. 
Well, it is over 100 per cent. of increase on the present duty. Seam- 
less goods that are brought in at over 80 cents pay, under the present 
law, 64 per cent., by our bill they will pay 40 per cent., by this ‘‘ per- 
fect’’ Senate substitute they will pay 69.74 per cent. That is, the 
duty on costly goods, over 80 cents, is increased 5 per cent., while the 
duty on the less valuable goods, such as poor people have to buy, is ix- 
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creased 78 per cent. The one increase is 5 per cent., the other is 78 per 
cent. ; 

Do I understand my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to 11 
dorse that discrimination by which the duty on the cheaper goods ts 
made 148 per cent., an increase of 78 per cent., while on the I 
valuable goods the increase is only 5 per cent. ? 

Mr. BAYNE. [I observed in my remarks that specific rates 
knit goods and upon everything else would raise the duty on inferiot 
articles, and I stated that that would be to the advantage of the con 
sumer. A shoddy blanket, for instance, would pay a very small ad | 


valorem duty, but under a specific rate the duty upon it would be com- 
paratively high. The Senate bill encourages the importation of good 
goods instead of inferior ones. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In other words, I would say 
that it gives to the privileged class, who have money and who own the 
manufactories in which the cheap goods are made, an opportunity 
sell those cheap goods at enormous prices to the poor while they 
port from abroad their own wearing-apparel at a comparatively | 
rate of duty. I take issue with the gentleman as to whether this 
is a ‘‘perfect’’ bill for the benefit of the consumer, in view of the fact 
that of the sixty millions of our people probably fiftv-nine mullions 
must wear the cheaper goods, while possibly one million with their 
wives and daughters may be able to import the more costly goods. 
That is the equality of citizenship which my friend believes lies at the 
foundation of the Republican party. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have no doubt that the change was made on knit 
goods in consequence of the fact that in 1887 there were over $60, 000, - 
000 of them imported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My friend is permitting him- 
self tomakea misstatement unintentionally. He is reading the figures 
of the whole importation of woolen goods and raw material—woolens, 
worsted goods, and the raw material. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not made a mistake. There is no division in 
the statement, and I read the whole, intending to eliminate the wool. 
Eliminating that, $16,000,000, it still leaves about forty-four million 
as the importation of knit goods. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. Now, the 
point of difference between the gentleman and me is that he wants to 
put the increase of duty on so much of that forty-four millions asa rich 
man can buy at only 5 per cent., while upon what the poor man can 
buy he proposes an increase of 78 per cent.; and I, on the other hand, q 
want to make the duty only 40 per cent. upon whichever article the 
man’s means enable him to buy. 

Mr. BAYNE. If my friend will permit me, the object of the Senate 
bill is to prevent the importation of goods made from the refuse mat 
ters of the cities of Europe. I believe that the poor man should have 
as good a blanket as the rich man, and every poor man in this country 
is able to buy a good American blanket. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am glad my friend believes 
that, for if he does honestly believe it he will join the Democratic party 
as soon as his belief takes the form of practical action. [ Laughter. 
At present the margin between his practice and his opinion is greater 
than the margin between the rich man’s goods at an increase of only 
5 per cent. and the poor man’s goods at an increase of 78 per cent. of 
duty. [Laughter. ] 

This bill is full of just such things. In pocket-knives the case is 
exactly the same: the man of small means pays an enormous duty; the 
man of larger means pays less in proportion. And so all the way 
through. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will my friend hear me a moment? A European | 
jack-knife, I believe, sells at something like $2 a gross over there. Its 
blade is made of iron. The Senate bill will perhaps by a specific duty 
exclude the importation of iron-bladed jack-knives which sell at about 
$2 a gross. The American consumer, however, will thereby secure a 
knife with a steel blade that will be of some value to him. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The difference between the 
gentleman and myself is that I think the man who wants to buy a 
jack-knife ought to have the liberty of doing so—ought not to be de- | 
prived of the opportunity, besides paying for the privilege of being 
deprived of it, while my friend from Pennsylvania believes that if a 
man wants such a jack-knife he has no right which the Republican 
Senate ought to regard, and he not only ought not to be allowed to buy 
the jack-knife, but ought to pay to the gentleman’s constituents and 
others who make knives not only the full price of the knife but a 
bonus; he ought to pay first for the knife, and second for wanting the 
jack-knife. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then, if I understand the gentleman's proposition 
he ought to bring in a bill taking off all tariff duties and raising tl 
revenue of the Government by direct taxation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Notbyany means. We have 
to raise a certain amount of revenue—$310,000,000. Direct taxation 
must be apportioned among the States according to population. It 
would be an impossibility for us to raise our revenue in that way. 
Nobody thinks it can now be done—certainly not I. Therefore we must 
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raise this revenue in large part—in much the larger part—by imposts | 
on imports. The difference between the gentleman and myself is that | 
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| how easy itis to make mistakes in a matter of this kind. 
| son at all to suppress any part of the extract; I did not suppress any of 





I believe in an honest levying of taxes, each man paying his ad valo 
tax on the thing he desires to import; the gentleman believes, as he 
kly says, in la gr thes ) ‘ s not ‘ 

t ed t Lrove iment, wh l 3 I t that i 
b » the manufactt the ‘ 
ty i ul hat is his 
not cam 1 , Dub <« ndest ely ( ives in i 
ulation of « ati 3 ) the iway v 
of unusual collocations, so that nol not en an ex} 
this bill and understand what it means « pta ul Oo 
|} and the most accurate and painful analys 
Mr. Speaker, I had intended to say some othe hings ( the 
ugar schedule and the action of certain gentlemen regard t t 
Some of those gentlemen are abs 


I do not care todo so. 
I myself have to go away. I wish tosay 11 

ment of the gentleman who is at the head of the Ways and Mea 

mittee about the sugar ‘‘ trust’’ was absolutely accurate Il have not 
criticised the statement of Mr. Blaine 


statements made on this floor; but I felt that it was an outrage on 


, because I supposed he was misled 


decency as wellas a violation of truth for the gentleman from Ohio to 
say that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs], when he denied the 
statements of Mr. Blaine, had been accurate as to the letter, but had 
spoken what he meant to sav was a falsehood as to the sp rit Phat 


statement was wholly gratuitous: it was absolutely without founda- 
tion; and it will stick to the gentleman from Ohio, as all intentionally 
false statements do, for the balance of his public life. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

The SPE AKER pro t mpore Mr. SOWDEN). The ere ntleman from 
Kentucky has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have no disposition to take very much 
time, Mr. Speaker; but in reference to the strictures which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky has made upon my action to-day | wish to say, 
without using any adjectives, that I think he is in the wrong and I am 
in the right. he first statement which he makes is that I garbled an 
answer of the gentleman in the RECORD by stopping, in reading the 


answer, at the word ‘‘indubitably.’’ My reply to that is, first. that I 


have no such recollection; second, I had no such intention; third, there 
is no such fact—it is not true. In this connection I cesire the Re- 
porter to have the Clerk read the notes of that matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (after a pause). While weare 


waiting, I will ask, in order to throw light upon this matter, whether 


the Reporter has to refer to the notes or to the RECORD 





Mr. J. H. WHITE (one of the Official Reporters). I have the notes 
here, and can read them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Read them, if you please, so 
that we can hear them. 

Mr. WHITE read as follows 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR (reading 

Mr. BreckINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ind tably, if Mr. Havemeyer a dan 
a lence he it 

Mr. Turner, of Georgia. Th rentleman does not read the whole of that 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly not. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, the report of the Rrc- 
ORD shows that I read the whole sentence; and i know that I did read 
it If any man living says I did not, I still know I did. I understand 
I had norea- 


it; and when the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. TURNER] made his re- 
mark, as I am sure he did make it, because the gentleman from Penn- 
yivania [Mr. BAYNE] heard it, my mind being upon the subject that 
was following, I did not hear it; Idid not stop to listen. But to say 
hat I read that word ‘‘indubitably,’’ and stopped there, is a slander 


> pe OF 


on me that never has been made before, and never must be made here 
or elsewhere. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to suggest that it was not the in 
tention of my friend from Ohio to read that from the Recorp at all 





He carried the book over to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, — I will refer to that. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. BAYNE had not risen to read from the Kt 
ORD. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. While the gentlema m Pen 
[Mr. BAYNE] was speaking the gentleman from Gs »{ Mr. Tut BR | 
| made his remarks, and the gentleman from | t M ECKIN- 
KIDGE] made his. I passed over to the gentlema Penn vania 
and suggested it would be well enough t ett Dp. He said 
You get it for me.’’ I went to work lit wa te hefore I found 
i it seemed to he absent from all our desks. I tily examined it. 
I was looking only at those two points, o1 was whether any member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means had a conversation with Mr. 
Havemever and the other was whether the statement of the g leman 
from Kentucky made to-day denying there was any such inter vy was 
a matter of correct recollection or not. 
Fin | found the Rr » and looked hastily on t page and raw 
the name of the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. B Kk IDGE}. I 
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called upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania to read it, but he was 
closing his remarks at that moment. I looked for a pencil, and the 
gentleman from Kansas handed me a pencil and I marked the report 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky. Then having occn- 
pied myself alone on the question of denial whether any such thing 
had occurred to any member of the committee, whether there had been 
any hearing at all, 1 looked over on the next column and I saw the 
report which I read. I marked that. I marked it, as this paper will 
show, including the entire sentence said to be suppressed. I marked 
it not for myself. I did not say a word and do not wish to say a word 
in this House ifanybody will say it for me. But the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] was closing and suggested that I take ten 
minutes to read this report. 

This was the Recorp of the 9th day of July. I did not look over 
the leaf to see what else was there, and I did not remember what was 
there. I had no occasiontoremember. It was nota question whether 
the gentleman from Kentucky was present at these interviews, because 
I did not understand he was by this statement. He simply said he 
did not deny there had been an interview between Mr. Havemeyer and 
some member of the committee. I had but ten minutes in which to 
read this, and eight of the ten minutes was occupied in readingit. I 
made a remark or two, and had no opportunity either to read the bal- 
ance of the speech made in the colloquy which occurred or anything 
else except this matter which I brought to the attention of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Now, if I had had the slightest idea the gentleman from Kentucky 
would regard it as a matter of the least interest, or that it would throw 
the least light on this subject, or if 1 had known the fact of his subse- 
quent statement, which I did not know, wherein he said that he was 
not present, I would have taken more time to explain that whole 
matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, 
after what the gentleman from Ohio has just said, that what seemed 
to me to be a statement of his which called for my remarks began 
with the use of the words ‘‘ extraordinary denial of the gentleman from 
Kentucky,’’ after what had occurred at acertain time which he would 
read from the Recorp. It naturally seemed to me that it wasa deliber- 
ate charge on the part of a gentleman of long standing in this House that 
my denial of to-day was a denial which had in it an element wanting 
in veracity, as would be shown by his reading the extract from the 
Recorp. I now desire to say, after what the Reporter has read from 
his notes, and after what the gentleman himself has said in denial, that 
I regret having said what I did in response to what I believed to be a 
personal attack upon my veracity end character, and which I believed 
at the time was attempted to be sustained by an unfair and garbled 
reading of the Recorp. I think it is due to myself as well as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to say t :is much. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I had no intention, Mr. Speaker, of rais- 
ing any such question. And I would say here that when anybody at- 
tacks me in that way they ‘always apologize. [Laughter. ] 

I yield now the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Peters]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. NEWELL, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 229) to print the Agricultural Report for 1888; 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the concurrent resolutions of the 
House of Representatives to print the first and second annual reports 
of the Commissioner of Labor, to be used in the Department of Labor; 
and the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the 
precious metals in the United States for 1887. 

The message further announced that Mr. EpMuNnps, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr. FAULKNER had been appointed members of the joint select 
committee on the part of the Senate to investigate the Washington 
Aqueduct tunnel. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted to me—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Before the gentleman from Kansas pro- 
ceeds, will he yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would like to call the attention of the 
gentieman from Ohio to another fact in connection with this subject 
which transpired during his speech. Of course the statement of the 
Official Reporter should be conclusive as to whether the gentleman read 
the entire sentence about which a dispute has arisen or not. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I did read it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman read the latter part of 
the sentence, I certainly did not hear it. But the statement he had 
already made was satisfactory to me even without the reading of the 
official record of the Reporter’s notes. But I desire to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that his statement was preluded by an assertion that 
what I said here was “ extraordinary,’’ and I think the gentleman 
went on to use the statement ‘‘ disingenuous.’’ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I think not. Iam certain I did not use 
the word. 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. I did not use that language. 

Mr. PETERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, as the clouds have all been blown 
away and the sky is once more clear, I want to come back to the orig- 
inal subject-matter before the House. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The adjournment question. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, the resolution providing for adjournment. As 
the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN | has said, this has been 
an extraordinary session of Congress. It not only has been an extraor- 


dinary session by reason of the peculiar circumstances attending the 
beginning of it, but it seems to-day, from what has occurred, that its 
closing hours are to be as extraordinary as its opening hours. 

We have here a resolution which has been called up in the House 
providing for an adjournment sine dic ou next Saturday. That means, if 
adopted, that there will be no other legislation in the Fiftieth Congress 





It meahs that there will be really no further legislation of any conse- 
quence or importance until January next, because every member who 
is familiar with the course of legislation in this House knows that 
even at the second session but little is accomplished prior to the holi- 
day vacation, and consequently we are met face to face to-day with a 
proposition to close all further legislation in regard to every matter 
before the House practically until the beginning daysof January, 1889. 

On the first Monday in December, 1887, when the Fiftieth Congress 
met, when Mr. Speaker CARLISLE took the chair, he madesome remarks 
prior to taking upon himself the oath of office, in which he called the 
attention of the country to the dangerous surplus that had accumu- 
lated in the Treasury of the United States and the absolute necessity 
to the business inte: ests of the country for a revision of the tariff and 
for a reduction of the duties which had placed that surplus in the Treas- 
ury. 

He called attention to the stagnation in business and to the great in- 
jury to the business interests that was being brought about by the ac- 
cumulation of this surplus. If there was anything to be deduced from 
that great Democratic leader’s expressions, it was that as soon as the 
House got under way and the committees were appointed there should 
be immediate steps taken not only to reduce the surplus already in 
the Treasury, that had been withdrawn from the circulating medium 
of the country and the business interests of the country, but more par- 
ticularly to stop the flow of this surplus into the Treasury. 

Now, what is disclosed in relation to this notwithstanding these 
urgent words of the Speaker, notwithstanding that these remarks were 
followed by the marvelous and remarkable message of the President ef 
the United States on the following day, in which he depicted the hor- 
rors that would overtake the business interests of this country if that 
surplus was not reduced andif there was no revision of thetariff? Not- 
withstanding all these warnings, notwithstanding all we were led to 
expect, what does the record disclose? 

The record of the Fiftieth Congress discloses that not a single effort 
was made towards the reduction of the surplus until the Ist of March, 
1888. And it was upon that day that a proposition was offered in this 
House originating with the Committee on Ways and Means, which was 
virtually a re-enactment of the law of 1881. It was not avery difficult 
piece of legislation to draw; it was not a very difficult measure to de- 
termine. 

But, notwithstanding all this, the surplus that had been allowed from 
April, 1887, to increase and accumulate in the vaults of the Treasury 
from that time up to the meeting of the Fiftieth Congress, and to the 
importance of the reduction of which the attention of the House had 
been called, no effort was made in this branch of the Legislature until 
the 1st of March, 1888, for its reduction. And what was done then? 
We passed that bill which was virtually a re-enactment of the law of 
1881, which authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to go into the 
markets and purchase the bonds of the United States with the surplus 
in the Treasury. That was sent to the Senate. The Senate amended 
it and sent it back to the House, and it was referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and there that bill sleeps and rests to-day. It 
has not been brought to thelightof day. Then whatwasdone? After- 
wards a resolution was offered which provided and expressed that it 
was the sense of each individual member of this House that the law of 
1881 was in fact meant to give the Secretary of the Treasury power to 
purchase bonds with the surplus accumulated in the Treasury of the 
United States. That resolution, which I say was an expression of the 
individual judgment of each member of this House, passed this body, 
and then for the first time since April, 1887, began the purchase of 
bonds with the surplus in the Treasury of the United States. 

Now, is not that remarkable haste shown by the legislative record 
that has been made by this Congress in the face of the speech made by 
Speaker CARLISLE, and the remarkable message that was sent to this 
House on the second day of this session in December, 1887? 

Now, then, what further were we led to believe? Not only were we 
led to believe that there should be an immediate attempt made to re- 
duce this surplus and get this money out into business channels, so that 
the business interests that had been stagnated by its withdrawal might 
be relieved, but we were also informed and made to believe that there 
would be a special proposition to revise or reform this tariff, which bas 
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Mr. PETERS. I will come to that in a moment, and, if the gen- 


tleman will permit me to be unparliamentary, I 
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re l of t proceedings in another branch of e b 
where he will find that the resolution as first introduced provided 
tak ’ Teces 1at it was the objection which came from t 
Dem tic side of ody which prevented the passage of tl 0 
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lution in that form and led to the introduction and passage of the reso 

lution providing for a final adjournment. If gentlemen on the oth 

side find any comfort in that state of facts, they are welcome to it 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Does not the gentleman know he tim 


taken by the Senate to prepare its substitute for what is 














Mills bill has been unprecedented in the history of tai gislation in 
this country ? 

Mr. PETERS. The record shows that the time taken by the W: 
and Means Committee of the House in preparing the Mills tariff | 


was just twice as long as the time consumed by the Senate in prepar- 
ing its bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will refer to the record he 
| find that he is mistaken. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Oh, no. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to say further that there have ne 
two long sessions of Congress, according to my recollectio: 
continued as late as the 2ilst day of July. Now, what was the object 
in this case? I do not accuse any individual of having any particular 
motive in view, but I speak of the Democratic party as a body, asa 
political organization, and I say that the conclusion may be reasonab! y 
drawn from the record that that party was not in earnest when it spoke 
about a revision of the tariff. 

If it had been in earnest, or if it is in earnest now, what should be 
adopted is the resolutions proposed by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WWLELER], which was read for the information of the House, 
and tvhich provides for taking a recess so that this Congress can come 
together on the 12th day of November for the purpose of carrying out 
vhat will then be known to be the will of the people expressed at the 
polls. Ifthe peoplein November next re-elect Grover Cleveland Presi- 
dent of the United States, it will be an indorsement of the Mills bill 
If they elect Benjamin Harrison President of the United States, as |] 
believe they will, it will be an indorsement of the Senate bill, and 
whatever may be the resnlt, it is the duty of the party in power in th 
House, according to my judgment, if it is sincere in its professed de 
sire to reform the tariff, to keep this body in such a position that it 
can at self to a revision of the tariff immediately aft 
the election. 

That, I say, will be the duty of the majority of this House if t! 
position 4s embodied in the Mills bill is indorsed by the people at t 
polls; yet, notwithstanding that fact, notwithstanding what seem 
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be the judgment of every man who gives the subject his unbiased 

tention, a Democratic member of the Ways and Means Committee 

up here to-day a resolution providing for an adjournment 
Mr. MCMILLIN. A reso! 





ion brought over from th 
ch now has the tariff question before it. 

Mr. PETERS. I have already alluded to that, and I h 
gon yond the proper parli mentary line in calling the ) 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] to what is disclosed 
the RECORD as to the proceedings of the other branch of Congre 











Mr. HOOKER. I do not think the gentleman has transgressed 1 
far, because he has the resolution here before him 
Mr. PETERS. I have the resolution here, but I have no right 


wred in the Senate. 
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I believe ‘the paramount question before us is the revision of the 
tariff-tax laws. 

Every President and every Secretary of the Treasury since 1865 has 
emphasized this necessity. Mr. Cleveland, the great champion of the 
people’s rights, has demanded it, and even the Republican Senators 
have admitted the wisdom of his requirement. In the report they say: 





The demand for a careful and thorough revision of our revenue laws is im- 
perative This revision is necessary : 
1, To reduce the national revenues, which are now excessive. 


No valid reason can be given why we should, under existing circumstances, 


continue to collect annually a sum approximating $60,000,000 in excess of the 
amount required to administer the Government economically and keep the 
pledges of publicfaith, 

2. To protect honest importers and domestic producers. 

3. To remedy the defects, anomalies, and incongruities which have been from 
time to time discovered in the tariff schedules, or which have been created by 
erroneous decisions of the Treasury Department. 

4. To secure the proper readjustment and equalization of tariff rates rendered 
necessary by modified business conditions, improvements in methods of produc- 
tion, radical changes in prices, or by new elements or sources of competition. 

Some gentlemen say we can complete this great work during the 
next session, and promise to remain all through the Christmas holidays. 
I will gladly join them in this commendable resolve, but I am not so 
sanguine as they, and would much prefer to take no risks in so impor- 
tant a matter. This Congress will cease to exist on the 4th day of 
March, 1889. There can not be more than sixty working days in the 
next regular session of Congress, It is impossible for us to get a quo- 
ram of members to remain here during the Christmas holidays. They 
will more certainly come here on the 12th of November and work on 
this important measure for three weeks before the regular commence- 
meut of the session than remain here during the holidays. I express 
this opinion as the result of my experience in former Congresses, but 
so far as I am personally concerned I will gladly remain here and work 
through Christmas and New Year’s week. 

My resolution provides that instead of adjournment we shall take a 
recess from Saturday, October 27, until Monday, the 12th of November. 
This will give us ample time to get through with the election, and 
then we can put in three good weeks of work before the next session 
commences, 

In order to pass a tariff bill the Senate substitute must be thor- 
oughly discussed, and the time required to properly debate that meas- 
ure can be easily estimated. Each speech will require at least one 
hour, and we know it is usual for Senators to speak on such a bill for 
two, three, and sometimes four hours. Those who are prepared to 
speak will be here promptly on November 12, and others will gather 
in, until finally all will be present in time to bear their part in this im- 
portant legislation. 

THE DUTY OF DEMOCRATS. 

When I introduced the resolution last Monday, which excited so 
much opposition on the other side of the House, I was confronted by 
the fact that every Republican on the floor had by his speeches and 
votes opposed the course insisted upon by the measure; but the moment 
I saw a possible indication that a single member of that party was 
willing to join us in our just, humane, and righteous effort to lift the 
burdens of the people, I immediately asked to have the word ‘‘ Dem- 
ocrat’’ stricken from the first resolution, which I certainly had a right 
to do, for every member has such a privilege regarding his own meas- 
ures while they are stillin the course of introduction. Asthus amended 
the resolution was as I will read: 


Whereas the Senate of the United States has reported a bill to revise the tax 
laws, which bill is more oppressive to the masses of the people and more in the 
interests of the monopolists than any measure ever proposed to any legislative 
body of which we have a record: Therefore, 
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Be it resolved, That the members of this House pledge themselves to continue 
their efforts to defend the people against this unequal, unjust, and unwise leg- 
isiation, which, if enacted into law, must inevitably check and limit the sale of 
| American pr ducts in foreign countries, stimulate and strengthen the opera- 
tions of combinations and trusts, and prolong, if not perpetuate, the subjection 
of the peuple to the exactions of accumulated capital; and the members of this 
Congress will maintain the contest upon ths floor until the victory is won or 
the duties with which they have been charged by the people lapse by constitu- 
tional limitation; and 

Be tt also resolved, That the Senate tariff bill should be discussed upon this 
floor, to the end that its features may be exposed and made known to the people. 


This seemed to make the resolution less satisfactory to our friends 
on the other side of the House. They were inadilemma. They were 
unwilling to go before the country allmitting their opposition to so wise 
and good a line of procedure, and by keeping the resolution out of the 
RECORD they seemed to think or hope that their unfortunate position 
on this question could be kept from the people. 

Now I will ask the gentlemen who oppose i the measure, do they in- 
sist that the Senate bill shall not be discassed? I know that the more 
it is debated and its deformities, its illogical features, and un-American 
principles exposed the more desperate becomes their cause, but let me 
tell them that the people of the United States are too intelligent and 
well informed to be misled with sophistry. We must publish the two 
bills, we must compare them und point out the respects in which they 
differ, and the people will readily see that the Democratic House bill 
is in the interest of the people and the Republican Senate bill is against 
the people, and in the interest of accumulated capital. 

What has occurred here to-day shows the necessity of discussing that 
Senate bill and letting the people know the merits of the two measures, 
because, as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PeTers] has said, the 6th 
of November will determine the question, and the happiness of our 
people demands that it shall be determined in favor of the measure pro- 
posed and passed by the House of Representatives. 

As the gentleman from New York stated in a few words what his 
idea was on the subject, I will state in a few words what I said some 
eleven days ago contrasting the House and the Senate bills: 

The effect of the bill prepared and passed by the Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives will be to lighten the burdens and increase the prosperity and hap- 
piness of 20,000,000 people who earn their living by daily toil. The effect of the 
bill prepared by the Republican Senate will be to perpetuate the privileges 
whereby a few favored monopolists and corporations have gained enormous in- 
dividual fortunes at the expense of the comfort and happiness of those by whose 
toil the wealth of the country is created. 

INCONGRUITIES AND INCONSISTENCIES, 

As the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] said, the 
Senate bill from the beginning to the end is one mass of incongruities, 
which it will take an expert of the Treasury Department who has been 
studying these questions all his life to untold and disentangle, so that 
it can be understood by the people. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] repezt:d more 
than once in his speech— 

As you reduce duties you will swell importations, 

The gentleman was very careful to emphasize this assertion, and 
made it the basis of a large part of his argument. 

This has been the theory of many of the gentleman’s colleagues, but 
I find in the Republican Senators’ report on the proposed Senate tariff 
bill, without any comment or explanation, a table which takes quite 
a different view of this matter. 

The table is Appendix B of the Senate report, and is found on 
page 54 of that document, which the Republican members of the Fi- 
nance Committee have submitted to Congress and the country as their 
explanation of their substitute for the bill H. R. 9051 which we passed 
on July 21 of this year. The table is as I will read: 





APPENDIX B.—Estimates of imports and duties by provisions of Senate substitute to H. R. 9051. 





Importations, fiscal year 1887. 


| 
j 
} 


Values. 





A.—Cingeniend peOB Wet cccececssss.ccrcesccces sence vcvvss svesceceossccersesenseetees $15, 123, 113. 72 
B.—Earthenware and glassware bik 13, 055, 763. 49 | 
i a itll ila eect nin niente nia eahbnenpeniegnansibaamtanenianae | 57,784,719, 42 


D.—Wood and woodenware .. 8, 274, 012.16 









E.. Sugar... ccccrsscccerseescovscssessees 68, 956, 335. 07 
F).— Tobacco ........-.000eeeees 10, 955, 125. 03 
G.—Provisions, ete ...... on 2, 593, 244. 97 


H.—Wines, liquors, ete...... 10, 387, 592. 49 


I.—Cotton manufactures.. 30, 207, 908. 83 
J.—Flax, hemp, and jute ......... 24, 791, 662. 08 
K.—Wool and manufactures of wool. 60, 586, 613. 61 
L.—Silk and silk goods................00+« 31, 264, 276, 58 
M.— Books, papers, etc... 5, 212, 152.54 
FE IO, iin cecssov evr snnceervennennsenenniiieneinesignenntnnneaminan 44, 008, 079. 14 
Articles, not enumerated—dutiable under section 2513 Revised 
Statutes: i 
Unmanufactured.... 305, 545. 78 









Manufactured........... 2 564, 001.70 
Packages, crates, boxes, 


424, 082, 487, 48 


} E ‘ ; | | > 7 

| Estimated imports under the | eal Average ad va- 
proposed bill. Estimated | Jorem rate of duty. 

| decrease of | 


ites — — duty by the |—— 
| proposed 
bill. 





| 
| 


> 2 
Duties. Values. Present Proposed 


Duties. law. bill. 


| $272,300.48 | 30.78 | 





$4, 655, 375.27 | $14, 751,699.54 | $4,383,074. 79 

7,583, 953.97 | 13,042, 454.73 | 7, 308,270.25 | 275,683.72 | 58.09 

23,090, 797.67 | 51,402,136.87 | 21,376,664.68 | 1,714,132. 99 39. 96 

1,518, 723.09 | 8,061, 909. 7 1, 513, 440. 16 | 5, 282. 93 18. 35 } 

56, 530, 360.14 | 68,924, 968.35 | 28,770,576.19 | 27,759,783. 95 83. 43 
68 

11, 048, 754.66 | 33,596,588.35 | 9,040,908.68 | 2, 007, 845. 98 25. 94 


7, 681, 031.58 9, 761, 316.4 
12, 081, 263. U3 


7,586, 442.73 | 94, 588. 80 
12, 049, 295. 48 | 31, 967.55 
7, 682, 125, 73 


29, 664, 007. 


7, 868, 605.78 | 24,080, 013. 186, 480, 05 


7 
64 
17 
84 
15, 540, 300.70 | 30,340, 689. 80 
82 
50 





| 
| 
| 
9, 127,758.26 | 10,739, 454. 24 | 6, 856, 875. 6 2, 270, 882. 58 83. 82 
| | 
' 
} 
| 
} 








5, 629,534.13 | 53,658, 583. 34, 642, 732. 88 986, 801. 25 58. 81 
; 15, 447, 942. 94 | 92; 357.76 49.71 
1, 154,619.13 | 4,751, 274. 1, 113, 825. 58 | 40,793.55 | 22.15 | 
10, 810, 310.37 | 43, 629, 620. 10,679, 774.20 | 130,536.17 24. 56 | 
i | 
' ’ 
30, 554. 61 305, 545. 78 30, 554. 61 10.00 10. 00 
112, 800. 34 564, 001.70 112, 800. 34 | 20.00 20.00 
12, 340. 96 12, 340, 96 12, 340. 96 |... 100,00 | 100.00 
204, 477, 083. 64 | 997, 236, 606.46 | 168, 607,645.88 | 35, 869, 437. 76 | 48.21 | 42. 45 
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SENATE REPORT ILLOGICAL, 


This Republican Senators’ report on the bill is almost as remarkable, 
inconsistent, and illogical as the bill itself. 

Referring to Schedule A, the report says the bill will reduce the duty 
on chemical products from 30.78 per cent. to 29.70 per cent., these Sen 
ators’ ‘‘estimate’’ that this diminution in the tariff will reduce im- 
portationsto theextent of $371,414.18. 


The report states that in Schedule B the bill will reduce duties on 


earthenware and glassware from 58.09 per cent. to 56.03 per cent., and, 
according to the report, it is estimated that this reduction of duty will 


imports to the am« t of $8,996,656.62, and will reduce the revenue by 
>~,0 17. 845.98 

In Schedule H, the report states that the Senate lraise the duty 

| On wines, liquors, ete., from 7 4 per cent. to 77.72 per cent., and itis 

estimated that this increase in the tariff tax will « » falling in 

| imports to the amount of $626,275.93 and a reduction in the r le 
of $94,588. 80. 

In Schedule I the report says that under the Senate bill there will be 

| an increase of the duty on cotton manufactures from 40 per cent. to 

10.59 per cent., and it is estimated in the report that this increase of 


be followed by a reduction in the value of the importations of these | 


2 


articles to the amount of $13,308.76. 

In Schedule E the report states that the bill will reduce the duty on 
sugar from 83.43 per cent. to 41.02 per cent., and this enormous re- 
duction in the duty—the proposed duty being less than one-half that 
imposed by the existing law—they claim will cause no increase in the 
importation, but on the contrary, according to the estimate of the au- 
thorsof the report, the result will be that the vaiue of sugars imported un- 
der the proposed bill will be $31,366.72 less than under existing laws 

In Schedule F the report states that the bill will reduce the duty on 
tobacco from 83.82 per cent. to 63.85 per cent., and they think this re- 
duction of duty will not increase the importation of foreign-grown to- 
bacco, but on the contrary their estimate is that it will cause a reduc- 
tion in the annual imports of tobacco to the amount of $215,670.79. 

In Schedule N the report states that the bill will reduce the duty on 
Sundries from 24.56 per cent. to 24.47 per cent., and this reduction in 
duty, the report estimates, will reduce the importation of the articles 
embraced in this schedule to the amount of $378,458.64. 

Now, it will be remembered that since Mr. Blaine gave the 
of the Republican campaign in his cablegram of December 8, 1887, the 
Republican clamor has been that even the least reduction in the tariff 


key-note 


tax will flood our country with foreign products, and since this House | 


passed the bill making a reduction of 5 per cent. there has been one 
resounding chorus—sometimes approximating a howl—that such a re- 
duction in the tariff would glut our markets with the products of for- 
eign labor, stop all of our factories, pauperize our labor, and play the 
dickens generally. 

But when even a greater reduction is made by the unsoiled, sacred 
hands of Republican Senators, the argument is reversed, and forget- 
ting for a moment the Republican campaign oratory which has nearly 
deafened the country for the last ten months, the Republicans now as- 
sure us that a reduction in the tariff tax on imports, including the 
great variety of goods in the sundries schedule, will certainly cause a 
diminution in the aggregate value of importations of that character. 
And this, too, in the face of the well-known fact that our population, 
wealth, and requirements are rapidly increasing. 

Again: It is clear that « reduction of the duty on an 
lessen the cost of that article and larger quantities be purchased be- 
cause of the lower price. 

Now, if importations are diminished while requirements are in- 


article will 
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creased and the ability to purchase augmentefl, it is clear the detici- | 


ency must be made up from the products of American manufactures, 


and therefore the Republican Senators contend that a reduction of | 


duties will result in a vast increase in the prosperity, happiness, and 
comfort of the American people. 


If the unflinching partisans be correct in the conclusions they have | 
deduced from their premises, they are entitled to and should receive | 


our hearty thanks for their unexpected co-operation, for, accepting 
their conclusions, we could not desire a more complete vindication of 
the Democratic position on the tariff, or a more forcible argument in 


support of the Mills bill than is found in this report of Republican | 


Senators. 

In defending this absurd position I presume it will be said the table 
is merely a mathematical calculation based upon s theory, but 
there is not one word in the report to justify this assumption. We 
must therefore take the table as submitted and assume that the Re- 
publican Senators meant what they have said, namely, that the third 
column in the table is an estimate of what they really believe the im- 


law. 
ARTICLES ON WHICH TARIFF IS INCREASED. 


Let us now examine their estimate of the effect of an increase of the 
tariff tax. 
the Senate bill will slightly increase the duty on metals, raising it from 
39.96 per cent. to 41.58 per cent., but this trivial increase in the duty 
these Senators estimate will effect a reduction in our imports of for- 
eign metals to the amount of $6,382,582.55 and a diminution in the 
Government’s revenne of $1,714,132.99, 

Regarding Schedule D the report states that the Senate bill will in- 


erease the duty on wood and woodenware from 18.35 per cent. to 18.77 | managed the wool schedule that it is calculated to mislead any one. 


per cent., and, according to the estimate of the Senators, will effect a 
reduction in the value of our imports amounting to $212,102.46 and 


a reduction of $5,282.93 in the amount of duty collected. 
In Schedule G, the report states that the increase in the duty on pro- 


visions from 25 


Referring to Schedule C, the Republican report states that 


¢ > % i » > ti * : . 
-94 per cent. to 26.91 per cent. will cause a reduction of | cents per pound, butan examination of the statistics reveals the fact that 


| 


portations of the various articles will be should the bill become the | 


















































duty will be followed by a reduction of $543,901.19 in the value of our 
imports and a decrease of $31,967.55 in the customs revenue. 

In Schedule J the report says that the Senate bill will ineré 
tariff tax on flax, hemp, and jute from 31.74 per cent. to 31.97 per 
cent., which increase in duty will result in reducing the imports of those 
articles $761,648.91 and decreasing the revenue $186,480.05. 

In Schedule K the report says that the Senate bill will increase the 
tariff on wool and manufactures of wool trom 58.81 per cent. to 64.56, 
and it is estimated by the Republican Senators that this increase of 
duty will occasion a decrease of importations to the amount of $6, 928,- 
029.77, while the revenue will be reduced $986,801.25 

In Schedule L the report states that the Senate bill will increase the 
tariff on silk and silk goods from 49.71 per cent. to 50,92 per cent., and 
the estimated effect of this reduction in duty is that imports will be 
diminished to the extent of $923,586.72, and the revenue will be less- 
ened $92,357.76. 

In Schedule M the report states that the Senate bill will raise the 
tariff on books, papers, etc., from 22.15 per cent. to 23.44 per cent., and 


we the 


the Republican authors of the report estimate that this increase in 
duty will diminish the imports to the amount of $460,877.72 and de- 


> 


crease the duty collected to the amount of $40, 793.55. 
FRAUDS UPON 1 i PEOPLE, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR], the gentleman 
from Ohno [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR], and the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania [ Mr. BAYNE ited and commended those feat- 

res of the Senate bill b: any articles now subject to an ad 
valorem tax are required to pay specific duties. The only reason given 
for the proposed change is that it will prevent fraud by undervaluation. 

| insist, Mr. Speaker, that we should prevent fraud, and it can be 
done, and should be done, by punishing those who commit the fraud. 
That is our method of deal ] 


] have all advo 
i hw which 7 
idpyY which 


ing with that matter, but our friends on the 
other side of the House propose to prevent fraud upon the Government 
by perpetrating a greater fraud upon the people, and the people s« 
lected as the victims of this fraud are those of limited means who are 
compelled to purchase the cheapest commodities. 

Take the wool schedule. 


biankets 40 per cent. The poor man who buys a two-dollar blan 


The Democratic House proposes to tax al 


pays a tax of 80 cents upon it, and the rich man who buys a ten-dollar 
blanket pays upon it a tax of $4. The Republican bill says the rich 
man should pay less and the poor man must pay more. Todothisthe 
framers of that measure put a mixed or compound duty on blankets, 
exacting from 35 to 40 per cent. ad valorem, -and in addition, from 10 
to 40 cents per pound, thus placing the higher tax on the cheap blanket 
and a heavier burden on the poor man who is obliged to purchase the 
less expensive class of goods. 

In the same way the Senate bill raises the tax on woolen cloths from 
the 40 per cent. proposed by the House bill to above an average of 75 
per cent. And this 75 per cent. is so arranged that the heaviest tax is 
levied upon the coarse, cheap cloths, and the least exaction falls upon the 
expensive cloths, 

Pursuing the same method the Senate bill increases the tax on woolen 
shawls from the uniform rate of 40 per cent. provided by the House bill 
to an average rate of 68 per cent. 

Manufactures of worsted, hair of the alpaca, goat, etc., are st 
in the House bill to a tax of 40 per cent., and the Senate bill proposes 
to make it as high as 148 per cent. On children’s worsted clothing the 
40 per cent. imposed by the House is increased to 93 per cent. by the 
Senate. The House bill proposed a tax of 40 per cent. on woolen bal 
morals, and the Senate bill fixes it at 130 per cent. ; 
the entire woolen schedule. No, not through the entire schedule, for 
when the Senate bill comes to deal with goods used most largely by 
the wealthy the tax is either reduced or removed altogether 

For instance: I find that the Senate bill tranf ! 
and other trimmings from the dutiable list to the free-list. This class 
of imports paid customs duties last year to the amount of $500,000 and 
the contemplated change will relieve the well-to-do of a tax and the 
deficiency in the revenue thus created is to be supplied by increasing 
the taxes which necessarily fall npon those of limited means. 

And right here I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that, in some instances, so adroitly have the framers of the Senate bill 


ibjected 


and so on through 


rs bonnet trimmings 


Far be it from me to imply that the bill has intentionally been made 
deceptive, but the fact remains that it is likely to deceive. The bill 
makes four classifications of woolen clots and on cloths costing unde 
60 cents per pound, a lower tax is imposed than on those costing 80 
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but a small quantity of cloths costing less than 60 cents per pound are 
imported. Our imports of woolen cloths costing less than 80 cents per 
pound cost an average of between 60 and 70 cents. 

SUGAR AND THE SUGAR TRUST. 

But let us examine the Senate monstrosity in another schedule. I 
asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] a question he 
did not answer. I asked if the reduction in the tax on sugar would 
not all, or substantially all, inure to the benefit of the refiners. The 
gentleman said he would answer my inquiry and explain the question 
at issue before he finished his speech, but he forgot to do so. 

Now, I insist that this enormous reduction of $28,000,000 will not 
inure to the benefit of the people. 

‘The members of the sugar trust who control all business in that line 
will buy the sugar for about $28,000,000 less than they would pay for 
it if the present law remained in force; but we all know that so Jong 
as they can control the selling price they will keep it at the highest 
point possible, and some of these magnates have admitted that they 
habitually fix the price of sugar at the highest figures the public will 
bear. 

I believe that if the Senate bill shall become the law, with the sugar 
trade in its present condition, much of the $23,000,000 which now goes 
into the public Treasury will find its way into the vaults of this mam- 
moth combination. 

Some Republican Senators and some Republican members of this 
House appear to be quite familiar with Mr. Havemeyer, while our side 
of the House and the Democratic Senators know very little of this dis- 
tinguished gentleman. 

SECTIONAL DISCRIMINATION, 

To my mind it seems reasonable to suppose that he or his attorneys 
must have had some influence in the framing of this clause of the Sen- 
ate bill. Two objects are accomplished by the Senate bill. Thesugar 
trust reaps a great harvest and a chastisement is inflicted upon a 
Southern Democratic State. If the punishment could have been made 
more severe, without simultaneously injuring Northern industries, I 
fear the heavier infliction would have been visited upon us. I read 
from the Senate report, bottom of page 47: 

The high rates of duty which have been levied upon this important article of 
food have not successfully developed the sugar-producing industry of the 
United States. The great natural advantages which the producers of cane 
sugars in the tropical islands have over those of the United States preclude do- 
mestic competition upon equal terms. 


The existence of these conditions is usually regarded by avowed 
protectionists as an unanswerable argument for increasing the tariff, 
but in absolute disregard of all dogmas and former declarations of doc- 
trine the Republican Senators in this instance give it as a sufficient 
reason for abandoning all farther effort to produce sugar in this coun- 
try, and say further that were it not for other existing conditions a 
still greater reduction would have been made. 

[ will read from the Republican Senators’ report, bottom of page 47 
and top of page 48: 





If it were not for the fact that parties interested in the production of sugar 


from sorghum or bects are confident of the rapid development of these indus- 
tries in the United States, the committee would recommend a still greater re- 
duction in the rate of duty upon sugar. 


Now bear in mind that in this country sugar from cane is exclusively 
a Southern product and sugar from sorghum and beets is obtained al- 
most exclusively in the North, and we can appreciate the modesty, con- 
sistency, and assurance of these Senators when they denounce the Mills 
bill as a sectional measure, and these are the gentlemen who insist on 
raising the tax on cotton-ties, used by the Southern people, from 35 to 
118 per cent. 

OUR DUTY AS REPRESENTATIVES. 

Gentlemen may be wearied with the unusually protracted session, 
but they should remember we are sent here by the people, not to con- 
sider our own comfort or to be governed by our own preferences, but 
simply and only to guard the interests, promote the welfare, prosper- 
ity, and happiness of our constituents by such legislation as we think 
best adapted to secure these ends, We should remember, also, that it 
is enjoined upon us by the highest authority ‘‘be not weary in well 
doing,’’ and though the struggle through which we have passed in our 
effort to relieve the great mass of our people from the oppressive exac- 
tions of unequal and unjust tax laws enacted by the Republican party 
in the interest of a specially favored and privileged few, though this 
struggle has been trying and exhausting, fidelity to those by whom 
we have been trusted and honored demands we shall remain at our 
post of duty, be we never so weary and worn, until all the measures 
designed to benefit the people have been properly considered and finally 
disposed of. 

There are quite a number of such measures which, in my opinion, 
should be acted upon before we have the right to seek the repose and 
comfort of our homes. 

I will mention a few which I have reported from the committee of 
which I am chairman and the consideration of which I have repeat- 
edly but unsuccessfully urged. 

There is the bill providing for the establishment of camps of refuge 
for yellow-fever sufferers, which I regard as of the gravest importance 
to the whole country; and as at this time “the pestilence that walketh 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








OCTOBER 18, 





at noonday’’ is ravaging a portion of my own district, it is of special 
interest to those I immediately represent on this floor. Under this 
state of facts I think I would be fully justified in opposing an adjourn- 
ment until that necessary measure of relief is considered. 

Then there is the bill to establish signal stations in the West Indies, 
the object being to give our people notice of the approach of cyclones. 
This much-needed legislation has been asked for by the chambers of 
commerce of nearly all of our maritime cities, particularly by those of 
New York, New Orleans, and Mobile. 

There is the bill providing for the creation of a bureau of tariff sta- 
tistics, and all who have participated in the recent discussion on our 
tax laws will admit that we need some such bureau. 

There is, too, the bill designed to secure a better class of work in 
printing the money and securities of the Government, now pending in 
the other House. Noone who has read the evidence secured by the 
committee which reported that bill will deny that the enactment of 
that bill into law is imperatively demanded to protect the people 
from the losses they must sustain if the inferior quality of work we 
now have is to be continued—a perfect but costly exemplification of 
counterfeiting made easy. 

Then there is, too, the important bill to determine the final balances 
due to and from the Government which the Treasury officials regard as 
necessary to a proper system of accounting, and without the sanction 
of which law they can not close their books. 

There is, too, the bill granting leaves of absence to certain faithful 
and well-deserving employés of the Government, and doubtless many 
others equally meritorious which it would be tedious to specify. 

But, it may be said, we can not possibly transact business in the ab- 
sence of a quorum. Well, we can at least try, and fix the responsi- 
bility for preventing needed legislation where it belongs. I would 
suggest, however, that we have ample power to compel the attendance 
of absent members, and with proper authority the Sergeant-at-Arms 
can use the telegraph, and we an secure a quorum within two days at 
the outside. 

Let us not deceive ourselves. We can not neglect a plain and im- 
perative duty, and then excuse ourselves by the reflection that the 
neglect was attributable to others than ourselves. Whatever it is nec- 
essary we should do can be done, and for one I feel that the effort to 
perform our duty should not be abandoned—at least it should not be 
abandoned until we have exerted all the powers with which we are 
clothed and it has been demonstrated that their exercise was in vain. 

THE PRAYERS OF ALL THE PEOPLE. 

I was thinking last Sunday that in the churches throughout our 
land there have been, since Congress began its session, prayers offered 
up by the people asking that we may take such action as will tend to 
promote the national happiness, to the increase of industry, and to per 
petuate to us the blessings of equal liberty. We have not yet accom- 
plished the work we weresent here to perform, and therefore this Hall 
is our post of duty. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Willthe gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman think it is going to increase 
the industries of our country by putting them onthe tree-list? Is not 
that the very best way in the world to secure their absolute destruc- 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; I think not. If we put some articles on 
the free-list and judicieusly revise the tax on others it will be better for 
thiscountry. We wouldsoon have a great foreign trade—a trade which 
in ten years would make the United States the center of wealth, power, 
and civilization. Its ships would sail on every sea, and the flag of the 
country would float and be respected in every port. [Great applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

There will be a demand for Jabor because of the demand for the Ja- 
boring man’s product, and this demand will be so great that it will 
necessitate an increase in the laboring man’s wages, and it will enable 
us to get better classes of Jabor from abroad and keep out paupers and 
Chinese. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I doubt very much if my friend’s ideas could be 
realized in that manner. I fear the plan he proposes is going to’make 
it impossible ever to be realized. 

Mr. WHEELER. The history of the world shows that to be the re- 
sult. No nation was ever great and wealthy without commerce. The 
gentleman will hardly claim that people will send empty ships to our 
country to carry away our products. We have got to trade with for- 
eign countries in order to secure a market for our own. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended. If I had known that his time was so brief I would not have 
interrupted him with questions. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman, but I do 
not wish to detain the House longer. I have insisted that the Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives should not take the initiative in the mat- 
ter of adjournment. Thismuch has beenaccomplished. We have not 
sent to the Senate any proposition looking to either adjournment or 
recess, Rather than consent to that I would have remained here until 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to part 
in this debate at all, and do not rise now for the purpose of indu : I se 
to any considerable extent. But inasmuch as the gentieman! n — I : 
K s|Mr. PET RS | has seen to challenge the Dem tic party ne SsArv tl 
| . 7 . + re y } a ’ x ‘¥ 
I Lif red delay in this matter, an 1 charges the de ay in 
of tariff legislation upon that have risen p 
pose of presenting a statement s been prepared 1m 
of this House with some care, an h forms part <« 1 int i f st 
published in a New York paper some days ago. GS epan 
; reflecting upon this question of delay O 
per; that 1s the date of the I 
nown that it passed this House o1 21st day I l ioe. J 
of July. The Senate did not enter, so far as the public records show, l also the 1 t of 
upon the di sion of the tariff in committee prior to that tin but lhe letter of the S 
from some dav in May it is well known that the Senate committee Wa 
, 4 ‘ = « <— } } ’ 
was engaged on the tariff bill as a substitute for any bill ich might um: Bliefees 
be passed by the House. I ask the Clerk to read this pape t approved M 
re) . lawe ! i i ¢ 
fhe Clerk read as follows that the } 
. ‘ a 
The celebrated tariff bill of 1846 passed the House J i es be s 
Senate Ihe tariff bill of 1857 was adopted by the u Ass that a t 
the Senate. The tariff ) ed the House J th t, hast 
passed the Ser rh been any tariff bill ed \ 
Senate anyt! r li th at ithas devoted to this at all thes 
bills were framed in the and only amended in the Senate, as t Const Hon. BR. McM 
tution contemplates. But we have one case tbat is precisely in p t, thet 
bill of 1883, December 8 82, the Senate took from the Calendar a little inte 
n revenue bill, recommitted it to the Committee on Fin e,and J ‘ ( 
1883, reported to the Senate a tariff bill complete and perfect, w 1 th ‘ ' 
manufactured y-seven days. The committee reporting that was v1 
t th 1e exce] n,as the present one ‘ a 
committee on the ] 1883 was, Morris... SarrMan, Ferrv, Jongs, of 
ia, ALLISON, and ALDI i fhe only chang that i has been : aaa , 
subs ited for Ferry Hiscock is at least equal to Ferry it i s - : 
great deal more knowledge ofthis question, because he was for ont 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, sothat with five m s’ exper 
ence than they had in 1583 the nmittee hastaken one hundreda t ty ~ SPEAKER 
precisely to do what they di wenty-seven days then I 3 1 ; = aff 4 hill 
’ wa - . l i c A 
thing. It can only mean t shave intended just exact : : 
: | . no 1 
which has f r»wed—to bill until there was no I , velns Ho 
and there could be no vote had. A vote would show that int . ssed. and re 
in the House, no reduction of ta> ion on the necessaries of life or any < read ti t ol 4 i 
is to be expected from the Republicans, ' 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


Vinvvy4? C4} a Nasser isc 
acoption of the resoiution. table 

Che previous question was ordered; under the operation , 
resolution was adopted. a 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by whic] 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid Mr. MILLIKEN 
on the table. lution: wl iW rez 


rhe latter motion was agreed to. t iat the ¢ 
JOHN PRATER. H 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. 





Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer a The resolution wa 
resolution at this time for consideration. Mr. M I . ve 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, bject to | ¢ ’ te id 


the right of objection. laid on 
The Clerk read as follows: Che latter motion 


I 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay out of the contin- | Mi 

gent fund of the House to John Prater for services rendered in the cloak-rooi r. WAPNEDP 1 

from December 1, 1887, to October 31, 1588, at the rate of $50 per month AT, VY “Advan Dude La 


Mr. HOOKER. That is the amendment which was offered this | }¥ ?'4) 4nd non-cor 
afternoon by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to — 
another resolution. I offer it now as a separate measure, and hope it 
will be adopted. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed | * 
to. rT > SPEAKER pr 

Mr. HOOKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution | _,- or ee 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid thos See House nom-com 
on the table. ee: aan 

The latter motion was agreed to. —— — 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIV} 


. - ‘ ; ; ee Mr. McRAI I desis 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have a little bill here which I : I report from t] 
wish to ask consent to take vp and consider. It is a bill making no} +)... , oe a 
appropriation, but is merely to amend the authority given for the con ; ; 


struction of certain bridges. The railroad company is actually at work | +. ..., t f 
now, and if this is not done this work must be suspended. Hiteree-| ri. tun « ’ 
ommended by the War Department, and the Committee on Commer: eee Aa ie 
have also favorably reported upon it. g an wae 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- | and control, for the pur 
tion. ° zens of the United St 





+ . . | des it es or 
The Clerk read as follows: Sere 
‘ * : . ‘ 4 les ) 
A bill (H. R. 11604) to amend an act approved March 3, 1855, to a | east half of the uthea 
construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney Fork Riy quarter, a 





nossce. . 
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west quarter of section 14, same township and range, and lots 1,2, and 3 in sec- 
tion 10 of the same township and range, containing 635 acres, more or less: Pro- 
vided, That the United States reserves to itself the fee of all said Jands, and that 
this license is granted upon the express condition that the United States may 
take possesvion of and occupy said lands or any part thereof for military or 
other purposes whenever its proper officials see fit to order the same, and with- 
out any claim for compensation or damage on the part of said city of Tacoma. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The Chair will state 
to the gentleman from Arkansas that this bill is before the Committee 
on Public Lands, 

Mr. MCRAE. I report the bill now and ask for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s request was to report 
the bill and consider it now. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCRAE moved ‘to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANDREW J. SMITH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill H. R. 2579, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MatsH], and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 


ARMY AND NAVY BANDS. 


Mr. COX, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee on 
Naval Affairs from the further consideration of joint resolution No. 
24, in reference to the employment of Army and Navy bands, and | 
propose to amend it so as to take away the obnoxious features which 
were objected to by the chairman of the Committee on Naval Aflairs 
[Mr. HERBERT]. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc,, That hereafter no enlisted man in the service of the United 
States, the Army and Navy, respectively, whether a non-commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, shall be detailed, ordered, or permitted to leave his post 
to engage in any pursuit, business, or performance in civil life for emolument, 
hire, or otherwise, where the same shall interfere with the customary employ- 
ment and regular engagement of local civilians in their respective arts, trades, 
or professions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of this resolution and con- 
sider the same now? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. I propose to amend it so as to take away the features 
which were obnoxious to Mr. HERBERT, of Alabama, the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and limit it entirely to the musicians 
of the Army and Navy. The practice of employing them is not uni- 
form, and this proposes simply to limit ittothe musicians. The bands 
of the various posts, etc., around the country come down and play for 
a smaller sum than certain bands, and the other bands are more or less 
discouraged, as they depend upon their music for a living. Therefore 
I ask to amend the bill so as to make it apply to musicians only. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 3, after the word “enlisted,” strike out the word ‘‘man”’ and insert 
‘“*musician;” in lines 4 and 5, strike out the words ‘* whether a non-commis- 
sioned officer, musician, or private;”’ in line 9, after the word “‘civilian,”’ insert 
the word ‘“ musicians ;’’ and strike out the whole of line 10. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York to discharge the committee from the con- 
sideration of this resolution and consider it in the House? 

Mr. SHAW. I hope it will be read as it will stand amended. 

The Clerk read the resolution as amended, as follows: 

Resolved, etc,, That hereafter no enlisted musician in the service of the United 
States, the Army and Navy, respectively, shall be detailed, ordered, or per- 
mitted to leave his post to engage in any pursuit, business, or performance 
in civil life for emolument, hire, or otherwise, where the same shall interfere 


with the customary employment and regular engagement of local civilian 
musicians, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]? The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution had 


been adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. KILGORE. 
The Chair had recognized the gentle- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Iowa [Mr. ConGER]. 
Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will read. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Con- 
GER] asks the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
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a bill, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorE] moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not insist on 
that motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. 


LAND OFFICE AT FOLSOM, N. MEX, 


I want to hear what the bill is, 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2040) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 

Be it enacted, etc., That all that portion of the Territory of New Mexico bounded 
and described as follows: Commencing at the northeastern corner of said 
Territory and running thence west on the northern boundary line of said Terri- 
tory to the line dividing ranges numbered 24 and 25, thence south on said range 
line to the principal base-line running east and west through said Territory, 
thence east on said base-line to the eastern boundary line of said Territory. 
thence north on said eastern boundary line to the place of beginning, be, and is 
hereby, constituted a new and separate land district, to be called the Colfax 
land district, the land office for which shall be located in the town of Folsom 
county of Colfax, in the said Territory of New Mexico, : 

Sec. 2, That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
shall appoint a register and a receiver of public moneys for said district - and 
said ofticers shall reside in the place where said land office is located, and shall 
have the same powers and shail discharge similar duties and receive the same 
fees and emoluments as officers discharging like duties in the other land offices 
of the Territory of New Mexico. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I objected to this bill the other day, and it is 
proper, I think, that I should make this statement. I went to the 
Land Office, but I was unable to see either the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Commissioner of the General Land Office. It impressed me when 
the bill came up that it was a bill which the public demands did not 
require. I still hold the same opinion. In what purports to be an 
indorsement of the bill there is rather a peculiar indorsement, and a 
good portion of the territory embraced in this has been put in a new 
district since this was introduced. I think it is proper to make that 
statement to the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Permit me to say that the eastern half of the Terri- 
tory was divided into two land districts; the county of Lincoln, in the 
southeastern part, is in the bill already passed, and it was the under- 
standing with Mr. JosePH that the two bills should go through to- 
gether. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But Mr. JosepHa is not the only person concerned 
in the matter, and that is why I made the investigation. 

Mr. CONGER. I know, but this applies to the northeastern part, 
and the other land district organized is in the southeastern part. 

Mr. McRAE. If this bill covers any part of the territory covered by 
the bill I moved for Mr. Josepn, I shall object to it. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not. The other bill comprises simply the 
county of Lincoln, and this is north of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will find from the report 
that it aves embrace a part of the same territory. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave the other bill in my desk, and there is no con- 
flict between them at all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. JACKSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, having under consideration the bill (S. 
2010) to establish a land office at Folsom, Colfax County, New Mexico, report: 

That at present there is no land office nearer the northeastern portion of the 
Territory of New Mexico than Santa Fé; that by reason of the location and 
completion of railroads there is likely to be in the near future a large emigra- 
tion to that part of the Territory. The district as proposed in this billis of a 
fair size, embraces much good land, and emigrants have no public means of 
travel by any direct route from this part of the Territory to Santa Fé, the pres- 
ent office. That it would greatly accommodate settlers to establish this office 
at Folsom, which is on a railroad. The honorable Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, in a letter answering an inquiry of the Senate committee con- 
cerning the propriety of establishing this office, under date of April 5, 1888, says 


that— 
“It may be done without serious inconvenience to the transaction of current 


business, and I have no objection tointerpose.”’ 

In a letter of same date, answering an inquiry in regard to establishing a land 
district by House bill 5048, to be known as the Las Vegas district, the honor- 
able Commissioner of the General Land Office says that— 

“The eastern portion of the Territory proposed to be included within its lim- 
its is included in Senate bill 2040, upon which this office makes a favorable re- 
port. The creation of the (Folsom) Colfax district (bill S. 2040) it is believed 
will fully answer the public requirements.”’ 

The conmmittee, believing that the establishment of this office will tend to 


promote the acquisition of public lands in the Territory of New Mexico of home- 
stead settlers, recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CONGER. The bill has been on the Calendar for some time, and 
on several occasions I had an opportunity to call it up, but at the re- 
quest of Mr. JosEPH it was delayed until this bill should have come 
over from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill at this time? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4.30 p. m.), ad- 
journed, 


Is there objection to consideriug this 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of John B. Martin and 
of estate of James L. Martin, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Lake Carriers’ Association, pro 
testing against the passage of Senate bill No. 2182—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of Eliza O. Prince, and of R. N. Miers, 
of Sumner County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PRIVATE BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule a private bill of the following title was introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 11606) for the relief of John J. 
Kelly, of Jackson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, October 19, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TELLER. I present a petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., 
praying that a bill be introduced in the matter of the pension claim of 
Mrs. Helen Lehman, guardian of Jonas Lehman (insane), late of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that 
she be placed upon the pension-roll. The junior Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER] has prepared a bill accomplishing that purpose, 
which I ask leave to introduce for him, and that the bill and petition 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3642) granting a pension to Jonas Lehman was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 3643) for the relief of the build- 
ing and mutual loan associations of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

INVESTIGATIONS BY FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday under objection, which will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. AL- 
LISON, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized and directed to con- 
tinue, during the recess of Congress, the investigation of such revenue matters, 
including House bill 9051, as have been referred to it by resolutions of the Sen- 
ete, subject to the authority conferred by said resolutions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. ’ 

The resolution was agreed to. 





WAGONS MADE BY PRISON LABOR. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday under objection, which will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
TELLER, as follows: renee 


Whereas it is reported that the Secretary of the Interior has purchased a large 
number of wagons for the Indian service that were manufactured with prison 
labor in the State of Tennessee, thus putting the honest labor of the country in 
competition with such prison labor: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized and directed to 
inquire as to the truth of such report, the number of wagons so purchased, the 
price paid for the same, whetherthe price paid was the fair market price thereof, 
and whether legislation is or is not required to protect the honest labor of the 
country from such prison convict-labor competition. 


Mr. TELLER. Let that lie over. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] objected to it yesterday, and it may lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh 
United States Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, asked a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. TowNSHEND, Mr. MAISH. and Mr. 
GEAR managers at the conference on the part of the House. ° 


; ba ane also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 
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A bill (S. 3475) granting the use of certain lands in Pierce ¢ 
Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the purposes of 

park; and 

A bill (S. 2040) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Te 
of New Mexico. 

The message further announced that the House had passed t tol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution: in which it requested th currence 


of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 11604) to amend an act app 


thorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland a Caney 


Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 24) in reference to the employment the 
Army and Navy bands. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore 

A bill (H. R. 7964) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North- 
western Railway right of way across a portion of the Sioux reservation, 
in Dakota Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for the allotment of land in severalty 
to United Peorias and Miamies, in Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
»0SeS ; 

A bill (H. R. 10735) for the removal of the yp litical disabilities of 
Theodore Lewis; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 229) to print the Agricultural Report for 
1888; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) authorizing the Secretary of the Sen- 


| ate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the oflicers 


and employés of the Senate and House borne on the annual rolls their 
respective salaries for the month of October, on the 20th day of said 
month; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 232) making appropriations to enable the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay session employ¢s of the Senate and House for the full month of 
October. 

fHE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
ALDRICH], whom I do not now see in his seat, alluded tosome letters 
referred to by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in his letter to me 
presented a few days since, and which were not printed with that let 
ter. It was an oversight that I did not have them handed to the Re- 
porter at the same time that the letter of the Commissioner was sub 
mitted. I now have those letters, and if there be no objection I ask 
that they may be printed in their order in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear them read. 


Mr. COCKRELL. They are only copies of letters which have been 
written heretofore. There are no new letters. The Commissioner in 
his letter to me inclosed copies of various previous communications 


from his office. Oneof them isa letter to Hon. Charles J. Folger, dated 
December 18, 1882, from Mr. H. C. Rogers, Acting Commissioner. An- 
other is a letter to Mr. Manning, of March 6, 1882, from Mr. Miller, the 
Acting Commissioner. Another is from Mr. Miller to Senator Beck, 
dated August 2, 1888, and there is a copy of a letter from Mr. C. A. 
Bates and Mr. T. A. Cushing, dated January 19,1887. These areem- 
ployés of the Department, and this was the report of an investigation 
that they made, addressed to the Commissioner. The letters can be 
read, as the Senator from Iowa desires to hear them. He may desire 
to say something in regard tothem. I will have them read from the 
desk, and I ask that in the publication in the Recorp the Commission- 
er’s letter to me may be republished, the other letters now to be read 
to follow, so that they will all appear together. I hope there will be 
no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 

I l 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE 
Washington, October 8, 1888. 

Sir: Referring to your request for an expression of my views respecting tlhe 
proposed exemption from tax of alcohol used in the industrial arts, as provided 
in the amendment reported by the Senate Finance Committee to House bill 
9051, inclosed please find copy of a letter addressed from this office to Hon. JAMES 
B. Beck, under date of August 2, in response to a similar request pending the 





consideration of this proposed measure in committee. Nocopy of the proposed 
amendment was furnished this office at the time, and this su -sted change in 






the law was considered simply as a proposition, without r 1 to the condi- 
tions imposed, and solely from a revenue standpoint withstanding the 
many safeguards now contained in the bill against the fi ilent use of the 
alcohol so exempt from tax, the proposed measure is, in my judgment, still open 
to the objections noted in my letter referred to; and as a measure for the relief 
of the manufacturer and the tax-payer, the amendment, I think, is open to atill 
further objection. 

The many requirements contained inthe bill respecting the storage,.custody, 
and use of the alcohol in the cases provided, and the large bond security ex- 
acted and other conditions imposed for the prevention of fraud, would, in my 
opinion, prove so burdensome and so difficult of compliance in many instances 
as to prevent the average manufacturer from availing himself of the proposed 
exemption. 

The quantity of alcohol used in small lots by retail druggists and other small 


manufacturers in this country for pharmaceutical purposes and in the prepara- 
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tion of cologne-waters, toilet articles, ete., is very considerable and possibly 
exceeds, in the aggregate, the quantity used by the large wholesale manufact- 
urers for like purposes. Bat,in order to obtain alcohol free of tax in the manner 
provided for in the bill (except in cases where the alcohol has first been methy1- 
ated) the applicant must first provide a separate and secure room on his prem- 
ises for the exclusive storage of the alcohol so obtained, and must file with the 
collector of his district the necessary notices and entries and a bond in a sum 
of not less than $,000; and no portion of the aleohol, however small, can be re- 
moved from such store-room unless for immediate use and in the presence of 
the Government storekeeper having the custody of the room and spirits stored 
therein, 

The practical difficulties here involved in the case of a small manufacturer 
in providing the required store-room and securing the attendance of a store- 
keeper at the proper time,are such as would,in my judgment, effectually ex- 
clude this class of manufacturers from any benefits underthe bill. If such should 
prove to be the case the business of manufacturing articles where alcohol is used 
in any considerable quantities would, of course, s00n pass into the hands of a 
few large manufacturers who could easily comply with all the requirements 
of the proposed law. Sucha law would be manifestly unjust; and the benefits 
which the consumer of the articles so produced would derive under the law 
would be such as the manufacturers would graciously concede. The provisions 
made in the bill for the establishment of “ bonded alcohol warehouses,”’ into 
which all bonded alcohol withdrawn from the distiller’s warehouse must pass 
before reaching the manufacturer, would also,in my judgment, be greatly to 
the advantage of the large manufacturer over his smaller competitor. 

The large bond security ($100,000) required of the proprietor of such ware- 
house would necessarily limit the number of warchouses so established, and 
would of course effectually prevent the small manufacturer from establishing 
his own bonded warehouse. By a system of warehouse charges, commissions, 
ete., the small manufacturer would be entirely at the mercy of the proprietors 
ofthese bonded warehouses and the distillers of the alcohol. The opportunity 
aflorded by this bill for acombination of alcohol distillers and large manufact- 
urers toestablish these bonded warehouses and contro} the spirits entered into 
and withdrawn therefrom is, tomy mind, a most dangerous one. 

One of the principal objections now urged tothe present tax on distilled spirits, 
especially as to alcohol (on which this tax is nearly five times the cost of pro- 
ducing the article) is that, owing to the high rate of tax and the many onerous 
restrictions placed on the business, the manufacture of this article is controlled 
by a few distillers, who, by limiting their production, are able to fix their own 
price on the article produced. If, as I apprehend, the effect of this proposed 
amendment to the law imposing this large tax would be to confine the manu- 
facture of articles from alcohol, free of tax, to a comparatively small number of 
manufacturers, the monopoly feature of the internal-revenue law, if it now 
exists, would, instead of being lessened, be greatly increased, and the whole 
system of revenue laws relating to distilled spirits would become so unequal 
and unjust as to invite their hasty repeal. 

In view of this objectionable feature of the bill and the dangers to be appre- 
hended from the fraudulent use of the alcohol as set forth in the accompanying 
letter, | can not but regard this proposed measure as inexpedient and danger- 
ous in the highest degree. 

Recent experiments conducted in this office with methylated spirits (the de- 
tails of which will appear in my annual report of 1888) demonstrate the fact that 
such spirits, even when containing a large per cent, of methy!, can by a very 
simple and inexpensive process be so demethylated or cleansed as to admit of 
their being used in the compounding of liquors intended as beverages. 

The provision found in the bill for the methylation of alcohol in the bonded 
aleohol warehouses, and the exemption of such methylated spirits from many 
of the restrictions applicable to pure alcohol, would seem to furnish another 
dangerous opportunity for fraud, instead of affording an additional safeguard 
against fraud as intended. 

lhe proposed measure is open to the further objection that the employment 
of a force necessary to carry out the provisions of the bill, and to properly super- 
vise the businesstherein authorized, would probably entail upon the Govern- 
ment an expense greater than any similar measure heretofore proposed, and 
perhaps equal to the present cost of collecting the entire receipts from distilled 
spirits, and that no provision is made in the bill for this large additional ex- 
pense, or for the appointment of additional revenue agents, which would be ab- 
solutely necessary in case the bill should become a law. 


Respectfully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 


Ilion. F. M. CocKRett, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The first to be read is the letter of Commissioner 
Miller to Senator BECK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVEXNUE, 
Washington, August 2, 1888, 

Sir: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 25th ultimo in 
reference to the proposed exemption from internal-revenue tax of alcohol used 
in the arts and manufactures. 

In compliance with your request for references, etc., to similar measures here- 
tofore introduced in Congress, and for my opinion in regard to the effect that 
— now proposed measure would have upon the collection of the revenue, I 

iave to state: 

i. That upon examination of this subject it appears that as early as the Forty- 
seventh Congress, first session, a bill (H. R. 5082) was introduced providing for 
the use of free alcohol in the industrial arts, 

For debates on this bill, see ConGREess1onaL Recorp, volume 13, pages 5325, 
5360, and 5364. 

Similar bills (H. R. 901 and 10415) are also found to have been introduced dur- 
ing the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, but owing to the fact that the 
records for that Congress now accessible to this office are incomplete, I am un- 
able to refer you to the debates, if any were had, on these bills. 

The position of this office in respect to the various plans heretofore proposed 
for exempting such alcohol from tax appears from the following letters and re- 
ports, copies of which please find inclosed : 

a, Letter addres-ed by this office to the Secretary of the Treasury, under date 
of September 18, 1882, in reply to Senate resolution of July 26, 1882 (Forty-sev- 
enth Congress, first session), directing the Secretary of the Treasury to ascer- 
tain under what regulations methylated alcohol is prepared and sold, duty free, 
in Great Britain; and whether a system based on similar regulations can not be 
adopted in the United States. 

b. Letter addressed by th:s office to the Secretary of the Treasury under date 
of December 18, 1882, inclosing printed copy of regulations referred to in Senate 
resolution of July 26, 1882, with suggestions thereon. 

e. Letter addressed by this office to the Secretary of the Treasury under date 
of March 6, 1886, inclosing copy of House bill 901 (first session, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress), providing for the use of methylated spirits (except in certain cases) in 
the industrial pursuits, with objections thereto, 
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d, Report prepared in this office under date of January 19, 1887, on House 
bill 10415, authorizing the use of alcoho! free of tax in the arts and manufact- 
ures, with objections thereto. 

Your attention 1s also called to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
the proposed use of methylated spirits (Senate Executive Document No. 24) 547. 
Also to objections to use of such spirits referred to in my annual report for 1885, 
pages lii-liii, Also to Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 8, Forty-eighth 
Congress, first session, Should any other document or report on this subject be 
found in this office the same wil! be furnished you. 

2. From the inclosures now furnished, it will be seen that the several bills 
heretofore introduced in Congress on this subject, although mainly confined to 
methylated spirits, have not received the sanction of this office, and that the ob- 
ections offered to the bills were more on account of the dangerous opportunities 
afforded by the proposed plan for the perpetration of frauds on the revenue, even 
when the exemption from tax was limited to methylated spirits, than from any 
loss of revenue likely to result from the use of the spirits as contemplated in the 
bills. Ifthe present proposed measure authorizes the free withdrawal and use of 
pure spirits as wellas methylated spirits for the purposes named, in my opinion 
the dangers of fraud on the revenue, should the bill become a law, would be 
greatly increased by thisadditional privilege. From the best datathat this office 
has been able to obtain, the quantity of free aleohol which would annually be used 
in the arts and manufactures is estimated at about 7,000,000 proof gallons, This 
quantity of spirits, if exempt from tax, would, under the present rate of tax, re- 
sult in aloss of revenue of some $6,300,000, As a revenue measure, therefore, 
the proposed exemption would be open to thisobjection. Butthe most serious 
objection, I think, that can be offered to the bill is the frauds likely to be com- 
mitted in the use of such spirits. _ 

Under the present laws relating to distilled spirits the exemption from tax on 
spirits used and consumed in this country is limited to withdrawals for scien- 
tific purposes by regularly constituted scientific institutions or colleges of learn- 
ing (section 3297, Revised Statutes, and act of May 3, 1878), and for the use of the 
United States (section 3404, Revised Statutes). The purposes for which the spirits 
are withdrawn, and the high character of the persons withdrawing the spirits 
and having the custody thereof in such eases, is of itself a guaranty that the 
spirits will be used as contemplated by law, and the limited number of applica- 
tions made for such withdrawals renders it an easy matter for the Department 
to regulate and supervise. 

But should the privilege of withdrawing free alcohol become general, and its 
use extended to all the arts and manufactures (except as to certain prohibited 
articles), the business would soon assume such proportions, and would be taken 
advantage of by so many unscrupulous persons, that Iam satisfied that this 
office, with its present force of local officers and revenue agents, would in many 
eases be unable to prevent, or even detect, the fraudulent use of the alcohol, in 
consequence of the great variety of ways by which such use could be accom- 
plished. Indeed, it may be questioned whether with an increased force such 
a supervision could be exercised over the various kinds of busines. where free 
aleohol would be used as would insure the proper use of the spirits in all cases. 

One of the principal safeguards now afforded by the law against the fraudu- 
lent evasion of the tax on distilled spirits is the bonded warehouse system, un- 
der which the product of each distillery is kept in a separate warehouse, in the 
custody of a revenue officer, and apart from any tax-paid spirits, or any other 
article or substance which would admit of a fraudulent concealment orremoval 
of the spirits. Under this system, the identity of the spirits as an article upon 
which the tax is due and has not been paid is preserved; and the continuous 
eustody of the spirits by the Government insures their removal only after the 
full amount of tax due has been paid, Experience has shown the wisdom of 
the Government in keeping its hand on the spirits so Jong as a tax liability at- 
taches to the spirits. A release of the spirits from the Government custody be- 
fore the payment of the tax would render the tax-lien on the spirits imposed by 
section 3251, Revised Statutes, of but little practical value, and would naturally 
encourage a fraudulent disposition of the spirits and the consequent evasion of 
the tax. 

The present system of collecting the revenue on distilled spirits is, as is well 
known, the result of many years’ experience, and an experience which, from 
both a moral and financial standpoint, is to be avoided in future, if possible ; 
and any radical change in this system would, in my judgment, open the way to 
suceessful frauds, and would soon result in general demoralization of the wine 
and spirit trade. 

That the same opinion is entertained by many persons in that trade is indi- 
cated by the inclosed slips taken from one of the leading trade journals. 

It would, in my opinion, be far better from every point of view to reduce the 
rate of tax on all distilled spirits rather than exempt from tax, for any purpose 
not now authorized by law, the very spirits which can assume so many dis- 
guises and so easily escape the vigilance of the revenue officers after being re- 
moved from the distiller’s warehouse, 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOS. 8S. MILLER, Commissioner, 

Hon. James B. Beck, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The next one isa letter to Secretary Folger, of 
September 18, 1882, from H. C. Rogers, Acting Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, September 18, 1882. 

Srr: Your letter of 2d ultimo with one inclosure, relative to methylated 
spirits has been received (initials H. B. J. W.). 

The inclosure is a copy of Senate resolution of July 26, 1882, directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to ascertain under what regulations methylated aleohol 
is prepared and sold free in Great Britain,and whether a system based upon 
similar regulations can.not be adopted in the United States in order to supply 
manufacturing chemists and others with methylated alcohol free of tax. 

In reply to your inquiry for such information upon the subjects therein re- 
ferred to as this office may be able to furnish, I submit herewith a statement 
showing by collection districts and in aggregate the quantity of alcoho! used in 
the arts and manufactures during the year ended April 1, 1882, Also showing 
the quantity which would have been used if the tax had been 50 cents per gal- 
lon, and also if the use of the alcohol had been permitted free of tax, the quan- 
tities given in the last two cases being based as to each district upon an esti- 
mate farnished by the collector of the district. 

It is understood that the regulations referred to are those which now govern 
the manufacture and sale of methylated spirits, permission for which was first 
obtained in 1856 by the late Mr. John Wood, chairman of the board of inland 
revenue, This methylated spirit is a mixture of 90 per cent. of spirit of wine 
of density not less than 0.830 specific gravity and 10 per cent. of purified wood 
spirit; reliance for safety from fraud is placed upon the fact that such a mixture 
is unfit for human consumption and that the wood spirit can not again be sepa- 
rated from the spirit of wine by anry commercial process. (See 317, volume 
3, part 1,Roscoe and Schorlemmer’s treatise on Chemistry, Appleton &Co., New 
York, 1882.) 






















































































q It is ev st lon jy € W s Chemical Te olog ‘ 
A lished by Appletor ® that confirmed spirit drinkers had now and the l 
, wood spirit instead of whisky and the like, and, it appears, without bad e 
question of separatio the wood spirit from the spirit of w t 
following stat ents Ly I \ value: Dr Ure’s method for detect 
presence of ethyl ilcohol In w« l aph ha and for detectir e tt > pr 
wood naphtha in ethy! alcohol is givenon pages 145and 146 of Mus 3 ( 
' istry, William Mackenzie, pu sher, London, Glasgow, I 
I also on pages 152 and , v me 1 of the Encyclopedia of ¢ J 
4 pincott & Co., Philadel!p! a, dated 1877, : 
¥ Alexander Wynter Blyth, in his recent highly prized work t Anal vsis 
a Foods and the Detection of Poisons, furnishes (on p »] st « 
My pu shed by William Wood & Co., of New York) a met 
fe quantity of wi spirit in a suspected mixture. 
It is stated Roseoe and Schorlemmer’s Chemistry that tl asant 
3 of the methylated spirit is partially removed n 3 of 
x ing i that the spirits thus obtaine ugh < 
q te sufficiently tasteless for use in ad t Ww 
{ alcoholic liquors. , 
An examination of the methods of determ the quant ‘ = 
a as set forth in Blyth’s work, indicates that t 3 
Si ployed asa mimer il process r s¢ a t 
, 
4 wine 
This office is not in possession scopy of the ations u 
ylated alcol is pre} 1 ds luty free i ¢ it Brita 
are wntol he vsand ions governing the<« 
tax in Great Britain on distilled spirits, and I am there » st 
this time anyt more definitely in reply to your req h it isa 
set forth. If you should pr ire a copy of these lawsand reg I 
respondence w the British authorities through the Department of State or 
otherw ind s t them for my consideration, I would respectfully suggest 
that a complete set of the laws and regulations governing the collection of this 
tax should be supplied. Iam led to make this suggestion through the « 
stance that the stamp system in use under existing internal-revenue laws t 
employed in Great Britain, and that this fact would doubtiess make necessary 
to modify the British system in order to adapt it to the method er ed the 
United States, 
Inclosed herewith pleas the certified « y of the § t t 
transmitted in your letter, 
| j Very respectfully, 
II. ¢ I ( 
Act 
Hon. CHARLES J. FOLGER 
7 Secretary of the Treasr 
Mr. COCKRELL. The next letter which I ask to have read isa 





lger, of December 18, 1882, from the Commissioner 


a letter to Secretary F‘ 
, of Internal Revenue. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

PREASURY DEPARTMENT, fF INTERNAL REV ; 
Washington, December 18, 1882 
initials H.B. J 


OFFICE OF 





Your letter of 4th instant , relative to supplying manu 











z g chemists and others with methylated aleohol free of tax, has been re 
a ceived. : 

N A set of printed documents referred to in the letter obtained through I 

7 partment of State from the United States minister at Lon 1, In compliance 

‘ with request made in my letter of 15th of September last, has also been 1 

, ceived. . . ‘ 

Ss In reply, I have to say that such portion of Senate resolution of July 26, 1882 
as directs the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain under what regulations 


methylated aleohol is prepared and sold duty free in Great Britain wou!d be 
fully answered by submitting to the Senate the printed documents a 


ferred to, and which are herewith returned in accordance with your r st 
I would also say in reply to the second branch of the inquiry that, in my op 
ion, similar regulations can with a few modifications be adopted in the Un i 


States and made a part of the laws governing the tax on distilled spirits 

The adoption of the system would involve the creation, under i rnal-rev 
nue laws, of twonew classes of special tax-payers, namely: Methylated sp 
makers to pay a tax, say, of $48 per annum, and of retail dealers in methy lat 
spirit to pay a tax of $2.40 per annum. 

it would also be necessary to create officers whose duty would be 
the mixing of the spirits with the required proportion of wood-na; 
ercise certain surveillance, to keep certain accounts, and make c« 
aR set forth in the regulations, orto devolve those duties on existin 
d It is noted that samples of naphtha to be used are to be taken by the pr« 
officer and forwarded to the ‘* laboratory " for examination and approval of 
board of commissioners of inland revenue. A literal adaptation of this regu 
tion would appear to require such samples to be sent to this office. Owin 
the great extent of territery comprised in the United States this re 





to witness 





r of 








ai would seem to be impracticable. It would seem to be better to have arrange: 
Be ments made for testing naphtha at certain designated points. 
4 Certain methods by which frauds could be committed were referred to in 


my letter of September 18, 1882, and I would respectfully suggest whether it 
would not be well totransmit to the committee a copy of said le 

An examination of the British regulations indicates that they are best adapted 
to thickly settled countries, It would be necessary, therefore, to frame the law 
s0 as to admit of modifications in the regulations adapted to the sparsely s 
tied portions of the United States, or to limit their manufacture and use of meth- 
ylated alcohol to areas having not less than a certain density of popuistior 

The foregoing crude suggestions are made upon @ mere reading of the law 
and regulations returned herewith. 

I can not venture any more definite suggestions without attempting to draucht 
? regulations which would provide for the manufacture, sale,and use of methy! 
: ated spirit free of tax under internal-revenue laws. In this way the necessa 
legislation could be determined. This, however, would require time, a < 
the report received from the State Department did not arrive until ten days 
after the opening of Congress, the date set for the introduction of the bill, I 
have not deemed it advisable, without special authority, to create furtherdela 
in this matter. , 

No report has yet been received from the Academy of Sciences showing the 


result of experiments being made by that scientific body, referred to on p : 18 











‘a of my report for 1882, to determine whether alcohol mixed with wood-n p) tha 
= can be restored to its original purity, 
ia Very respectfully, 


H. C. ROGERS, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. CHAr.es J, Foicer, . E 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


Bo Mr. COCKRELL. The next is the letter of Commis: 
Se Secretary Manning, dated March 6, 1886, 
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pnred with the receipts as would in my judgment furnish another and still 


stronger argument in favor of the total abolition of the tax on distilled spirits. 
Bes.des this, there are grave reasons for apprehending extensive frauds in con- 
nection with the proposed withdrawal of free spirits, and frauds of this kind if 
committed would further decrease the revenue and have a most demoralizing 


effect on the whisky business generally. 
I may perhaps take a rather too gloomy view of this matter, but, as I regard 
it, the bill is a very dangerous one, so far as the revenue is concerned. 
Respectfully, 
Cc, A. BATES. 


JANUARY 19, 1887. 

Il entirely concur in the above 

T. A. CUSHING. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say one word respecting 
these communications. The communications read from the Internal- 
Revenue Office, dating back in 1882, I think are of very little value as 
illustrating the matter before us. In the first place, the Commissioner 
there admits that he did not even have before him or accessible to him 
the spirit regulations of Great Britain, and therefore he knew practi- 
cally nothing about the subject, as he himself states. 

The subsequent letters relate entirely to a House bill, and are criti- 
cisms of a House bill which proposed three methods whereby spirits 
might be used in the arts, one by means of methylation, another by 
means of bonding, and another by means of free spirits with draw- 
backs; and the latter system, the drawback system, is especially con- 
demned in those letters. 

The Commissioner, in writing to Secretary Manning under date of 
March 6, 1886, also criticises the House bill, and does not express an 
opinion as to what could or could not be done under a proper system. 
All of the writers seem to think that as a revenue measure such a bill 
would be a mistake. 

The letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, dated August 2, 
1888, addressed to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK], in criticism 
of the proj(t for the measure now in the Senate substitute for the House 
tariff bill is a criticism that has no real application to that measure. It 
is a criticism made upon, I think, the second draught of the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. That amendment, as it then stood and 
was submitted to the Commissionerof Internal Revenue, has practically 
no relation to the amendmentas it nowstands. Therefore, everything 
contained in all these letters must be thrown aside in any criticism of 
the substitute reported by our Committee on Finance. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue in one of the letters read states 
that the great safeguard for the collection of the tax on distilled spirits 
now is the system of bonded warehouses. That is precisely the system 
of the substitute as it respects alcohol used in the arts. We follow 
through a bonded warehouse the spirits until they are finally absorbed 
in the chemical production specified in the amendment. Every safe- 
guard suggested by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is provided 
for as respects bonded warehouses. There is no provision in it whereby 
a drawback is allowed. There are only two methods. One is that of 
bonding, and the distilled spirits are followed by a Government officer 
through every stage of manufacture until they are absorbed in the pro- 
duction, whatever it may be; and the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized to say what thing can be produced by this method. Hence, 
excluding the idea that any production can be made from free spirits 
except such as can not again be recovered, as respects this provision of 
the bill, I think there can be no just criticism made upon it. 

As to the question of methylation, I agree that there is room for ar- 
gument. Thatis to say, there is opportunity for persons to say it can 
not be done. But I have to say in response that the most eminent 
chemists in this country were consulted by the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance before we reported the provision, and I do not 
hesitate to declare that Dr. Squibb, who is mentioned in one of the 
letters, and the eminent chemists of Philadelphia all agree that the 
ethyl in methylated spirits can not be recovered except by redistilla- 
tion; and that is the great point in this case. 

Some of these letters allude to the report of the committee of the 
Academy of Sciences. The question was referred to that committee, 
consisting of three eminent chemists, who, in 1882, made a report, 
which is found among our documents, in which they state in conclu- 
sion—I will only give the conclusion of their report— 

It is plain from the foregoing that, considering our experiments as final, it is 
impossible to purify the mixture containing wood naphtha to a sufficent extent 
to make it palatable without the aid of distillation. Hence, apparently, it 
would be as difficult to carry on the process of purification on the large scale as 
to carry on the illegitimate manufacture of alcohol. This fact in itself might 
be asufficient protection against fraud, though the committee does not feel com- 
petent to express a decided opinion on this point. 

They show that the only method of recovering the wood alcohol is 
by redistillation. Every one knows what that is. Soif we have now 
on our statute-books a law which is sufficient to prevent the illegiti- 
mate distillation of alcohol, the provisions of the Senate bill applying 
to that law and making stringent restrictions respecting redistillation 
will be sufficient to prevent the redistillation of methylated alcohol. 
The matter is justas plain to my mind as that two and two make four. 

It follows that if the Commissioner of Internal Revenue under exist- 
ing law can prevent fraud in the distillation of alcohol, the same laws, 
the same regulations, and the same processes will prevent fraud in the 
redistillation of methylated alcohol. 
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But ali these statements—and they are statements, as these letters 
indicate, made without any very great examination—have standing 
against them the fact that since 1853 (not 1856, as stated in the let- 
ters) in Great Britain, with a tax of $2.50 per gallon upon distilled 
spirits of the proof of our distilled spirits, making a much larger tax 
upon alcohol than we impose, under the regulations of the British 
Board of Trade methylated spirits have been sold and used in the in- 
dustrial arts. The Committee on Finance have all these regulations. 
They are not cumbrous, nor are they difficult of enforcement. Many 
of them are embodied in our provisions here, and the remainder of 
them can be embodied in the regulations of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue and adapted to our system. Germany has the same 
thing under her system of withdrawing spirits not only for methylation 
but bonded spirits as well for use in the arts. 

If that can be done there, why should it not be done in our coun- 
try? Why should the Commissioner of Internal Revenue set himself 
up as sponsor of the revenue because he says as a revenue measure it 
will not be a success? Of course it willnot. It isthe intention of the 
bill to reduce the revenue to the extent of the tax on the spirits so used 
in the arts. 

If these spirits can not be recovered except by redistillation, of course 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue can easily protect the revenue 
as to all distilled spirits sold for use as a beverage. Do any of these 
letters say, is there any suggestion anywhere, that this wood alcohol or 
wood naphtha can be withdrawn from the spirits so as to enable them 
to be used asa beverage without redistillation? Nobody pretends that. 

The question resolves itself simply into this, whether it is a wise or 
unwise thing for us to attempt such a revenue measure as will allow 
the industrial arts of this country to use alcohol without the payment 
of the tax, and thereby to the extent of such use free of tax reduce the 
cost of all the articles that are produced in this way? That is the 
only question; and I will say to the Senator from Missouri that if in 
the detailed discussion of these provisions he can find any more strin- 
gent provisions respecting the use of these spirits, either under our 
system of bonding or under our system of methylation, I shall be glad 
to adopt it. 

I will add that these provisions have been submitted, I will not say 
to whom, because perhaps I ought not to state that, but these pro- 
visions have been submitted to the highest experts having charge of 
internal-revenue matters, and many of these stringent provisions are- 
the result of their careful work. 

Therefore it is, Mr. President, that I do not wish this question to be 
clouded or disturbed by the letters which are put in here, showing it 
is true upon their face that the men who have written them have not 
given that examination to this subject which they should have given. 

Now, I will say to the Senator from Missouri that the clause as to 
alcohol for use in the arts is a provision that will be open to the criti- 
cism of the chemists between now and December. Every man whois 
familiar with the use of distilled spirits in the arts and the method of 
methylation, not only in our country but in Great Britain and Ger- 
many, will have an opportunity of criticism, and if the judgment of 
these experts shall show that there is any great opportunity for fraud, 
and wherein that opportunity exists, I will go hand in hand with the 
Senator from Missouri in making the bill more perfect in that respect. 

But surely when Great Britain collects more tax from distilled spirits 
than we do, having more than twice the rate of tax that we have, and 
can furnish these spirits to her industries, we ought to be willing to 
make an honest attempt to do the same thing, unless we intend to 
abolish entirely the internal-revenue tax upon distilled spirits, and I 
do not understand that any proposition of that character comes from 
any suggestion in these letters. 

That is all I have to say now upon this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, as a matter of course it is almost 
impossible to determine in advance what will be the result and effect of 
the practical operation of these provisions in regard to the use of alco- 
holin the arts. I have no doubt the Senator is entirely sincere in his 
views with regard to it. There are other gentlemen who are equally 
as sincere in their views which are directly the opposite to those of the 
Senator from Iowa. I have not myself made any personal investiga- 
tion of this matter, and, therefore, can not speak from personal infor- 
mation upon it; but my colleague [Mr. Vest] and others, who have 
examined it, say that the alcohol can be, as it were, demethylated and 
made into most excellent brandy. I haveseen several times little bot- 
tles of it said to be very pure. I can not state whether it was pure or 
not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nobody denies thatthis can be done. Of course it 
can be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But not by redistillation, as the Senator claims, 
or not by such a process of redistillation as can be prevented. If a re- 
distillation had to occur of the same character and kind as an original 
distillation, as a matter of course if you can prevent the original dis- 
tillation you can prevent the redistillation; but this is not the process 
that is used in demethylating this alcohol after it has been used in the 
arts, or after it has been prepared for use in the arts. ‘ That is the only 
difference in the world, as I understand the matter. 




















1888, 


I am very glad that the Senator has disclosed the fact that this is 
only a tentative proposition, like all other provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; it is not a tentative proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it is to be subject to criticism and amend- 
ment and change and modification up to the time it is finally acted on. 

Mr. ALLISUN. Undoubtedly. In response to the intimation or 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri that this provision as respects 
alcohol for use in the arts is like every other provision in this bill, ] 
will say that it is open to public debate and criticism in this body, and 
to modification and change. ‘This bill of ours is the bill of the sub- 
committee, and afterward of the Committee on Finance. Nobody 
claims that it is perfect in any respect. I know myself as regards this 
very provision that we had five prints of it. It was printed five times, 
and some of the most important features in it were inserted after the 
fourth print. 

I have no doubt that the Senator from Missouri, putting his sharp 
eye upon it and having it held up to the public gaze between now and 
the time when it will be acted on, may be able to suggest some im- 
perfections in it, and therefore the committee is willing to accept 
them in the spirit of the proposition, and that is to exempt, if we can 
exempt, this article from tax when it is used in the arts. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
remove the tax. 

Mr. ALLISON, 


7 


It is the method of doing it. 


It is the method. ThatisallI mean. I mean to 


say that this measure is open to the just criticism of everybody, and | 


we invite that criticism. ‘The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in 
the nature of things, can know very little more about it than we can. 
He is not a chemist; I assume that he has not studied the question 
with that care and attention which would be required to make him an 
expert. Therefore I submit this proposition to the experts of the 
country, and if they say to us that we can not do in this country what 
is done in Great Britain and in Germany as respects these spirits, then 
I will listen to their criticisms, and so far as I can, and I have no 
doubt other Senators will, act upon them in the direction of the im- 
provement of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Here are views conflicting. 
remove the tax upon alcohol used in the arts. 
regardless of whether it will lead to frauds which can not be prevented 
or not. That inroad is to be made upon the tax derived from distilled 
spirits regardless of what may be its results. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say, in 
response to the language of the Senator from Oregon, that this tax had 
to be removed from alcohol used in the arts; that that was a settled 
fact, and the question was only as to the method of doing it. 


The question remains just where it was before. 
The Senator says they have determined to 
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COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolut 1: wh 

idered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or a su f, 
is authorized to sit in the recess of the Senate at Was! 1). « te 
the examination as directed in resolut s of the Forty th Congress he 
condition of the Indian tribes in the reservations in Mint t I) s, and 
M« a, and the powers « ‘ i said mmoitte i S 
ar inued until the examinat 1 is completed, s 
of the Senat« 

it¢ SE BILL REFERR 

The bill (H. R. 11604) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee, was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Commerce. 


The proposition is not tentative that you propose to | 


ARMY AND NAVY BANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 24) in reference to the employment of the Army and 
Navy bands; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. lIask that the joint resolution be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length for infor- 
mation, if there be no objection 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That hereafter no enlisted musician in the service of the 
United States, the Army and Navy, respectively, shall be detailed, ordered, or 
permitted to leave his post to engage in any pursuit, business, or performance 


in civil life for emolument, hire, or otherwise, where the same shall interfere 


| with the customary employment and regular engagement of local civilian m 


I suppose that is to be | 


sicians 


Mr. BLAIR. A bill similar to this joint resolution was introduced 
a long time since and referred to the Committee on Education and La- 
bor and was so:newhat discussed by the committee, but there was neve1 
any action upon it. This joint resolution comes to us from the other 
Ilouse, and I move that it be taken up and considered at the present 
time 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, as it affects more largely persons 
engaged in the military service than in any other. Iobject to its third 
reading to-day. 


Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that one motion is not superseded by off 


|: : . 
ing another without action upon the first 


Now, Mr. President, if that is a settled fact, then the tax has got to | 


be removed regardless of whether frauds can be prevented or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will be a little more candid in 
his statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
from Oregon said to him, and if he did not assent to it ? 
him to say that. 

Mr. DOLPH. Idonotthink that that isa fair construction of what 
I said or what the Senator from Iowa said. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
not been determined that that tax should be removed ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Notif it would result in fraud. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will address the Chair. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from Missouri will yield to me now, I 
will make the explanation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, I always yield. 

Mr. DOLPH. 


I ask the Senator if that is not what the Senator 
I will ask 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will pause. The joint resolution can not be read a third time the same 
day on which it is read the first and second times except by unanimous 
consent. The Senator from Missouri has the right, under the rules 
to object. The Senator from New Hampshire can only get leave to 


| have the joint resolution considered now by unanimous consent 


Did you not ask the Senator from Iowa if it had 


I say that I do not think the Senator from Missouri | 


puts the proper construction either on the question I put to the Sen- | 


ator from Iowa or on his reply. Ofcourse if it should be found im- 
practicable to prevent frauds, no one would propose to remove the tax. 


I supposed that that was understood. That was admitted, as I under- | 


stood, by the committee. 


What I understood the Senator from Iowa to say to the Senator from | 


Missouri was, that the committee were willing to perfect this measure 
and to listen to any person who would criticise it, and who could sug- 
gest any additional provisions which would be a safeguard against 
fraud, and that the committee of the Senate, so far as he could speak 


| 


for them, and this side of the Chamber, would be glad to accept them. | 


Mr. COCKRELL. That was the explanation until the Senator put 
in the statement that the fact was that that tax was going to be re- 
moved. Heis entitled to his explanation. I have no objection to his 
explanation, but my criticism was merely upon the languave he used, 


that it was a fact that this tax had to be removed; and, as a matter of 


course, if it has to be removed, the consequences of it are immaterial 
whether frands can be prevented or not. 

As I said before, many persons who have investigated this matter 
declare that this alcohol can be demethylated and used as a beverage, 


and thata redistillation process, such as is required in the distillation | 


of‘spirits in the first instance, is not necessary. 


Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand, then, that the Senator from Mis 
souri objects ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I think it is a matter that ought 
to be examined and investigated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


1 


It will be so referred, if there be no 


RECESSES. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think there are other bills and resolutions from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say frankly that the Senator need not try to 
pass any bills now. Itisjusta farce. That is enough to say 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VII! 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate thereupon took ar 
for thirty minutes. At the expiration of the recess the Senate re 
sembled, at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. 


I move that the Senate take a recess for thirty 


I move that the Senate take a recess for tl 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The mpecretary li re port 
bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The CHIEFCLERK. Order of Business1996. <A bill (H.R. 5080) for 
the relief of C. B. Wilson. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the further call of 
the Calendar be suspended or that it be laid aside for the present, and 
that the Senate do nothing except such busine is may be necessary. 
I think we shall have a message from the President and we may need 
an executive session. I simply suggest that we remain in at quo 
without doing any business for a short time. Perhaps, h 
would be better to take a for l recess I move that a further rec 
be taken until half past 2 o’cloc! 

The motion was agreed to: and th ipon the Senate took eceas 
At the expiration of the recess the Senate reassembled, at 2 0’clock and 


12 ¥ nnt YY Y 
| 30 minutes p. m. 
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BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PR! , one of his secretaries, announced that the following bills, 
having been presented to the President on the 4th instant and not hay- 
ing been returned by him to the House of Congress in which they orig- 
inated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, have be- 
come laws without his signature: 

An act (S. 517) for the relief of William A. Bevans; and 

An act (5, 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important 
services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Sta- | 


The message also announced that the President had on the 18th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 70) to provide for warehousing fruit brandy; 

An act (S. 1856) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic 
coast between Indian River Inlet, Delaware, and Ocean City, Md. ; 

An act (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

An act (8. 1671) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; 

An act (S. 741) for the relief of William Tabb; 

An act (8S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Company of 
the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1291) granting a pension to David Heinbach; 

An act (S. 2593) granting a pension toSarah E. McNamara; 

An act (S. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Taylor; 
An act (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie L. Ham; 
) 


tion, Wyoming 


An act (8. ¢ 

An act (5. 6 
and 

An act (8. 3018) granting an increase of pension to John N. Bovee. 

The message further announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the act (S. 1089) for the relief of Henrietta M. 
Sands, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, United 
States Navy. : 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I simply rise to ask the Senator to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. For the moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
and its Tributaries be authorized to continue during the recess of Congress, the 
investigation directed by the resolution of this body of October 10, 1888, with all 
the powers and privileges conferred by said resolution. And all necessary ex- 
penses of such committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred, un- 
der the rule, to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to ask a suspension of the rules as tothe 
reference order of the resolution which I have presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel at liberty to 
entertain a motion to suspend the rules at this stage of the business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I happen to be the only member of the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate who is 
present to-day. So far as that committee can give ifs assent to the 
resolution through me, that assent is given. I think under the cir- 
cumstances it might be proper to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
passing this resolution, which is based upon a resolution of the Senate 
passed on the 10th day of the month, directing positively and impera- 
tively the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
its Tributaries to make an investigation and inquire in respect to ob- 
structions of the Missouri River occasioned by the improper construc- 
tion of a bridge. I hope the Presiding Officer will find it proper and 
competent for him to allow the rules to be suspended, if the Senate is 
willing to suspend them. 

Mr. BATE. A bill has just come from the other House to amend a 
previous act so as to enable bridges to be put across the Cumberland 
and Caney Fork Rivers in Tennessee. I should like very much to get 
unanimous consent to have that bill passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to announce that objection would be 
interposed to the transaction of any legislative or other business. If 
the Senator from Missouri withdraws his objection interposed, the Chair 
will submit the request for unanimous consent for the consideration of 
any business that may be asked by any Senator present. 

Mr. BATE. It is merely a question of the amendment of a charter 
that has passed the House so as to put some bridges across the Cumber- 
land and Caney Fork Rivers. My colleague in the House [Mr. Mc- 
MILtLin] requested me to secure the passage of the bill here. 
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| The PRESIDENT pro tempore The first request was made by the 

Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock] if business is to be transacted. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I desire to state to the Senate that before | intro- 

| duced the resolution I had a conference with the Senator from Mis- 

| souri, and I have pursued that course which I understood to be sug- 

gested by the Senator from Missouri, and to be agreeable to him. I 
think he would so indicate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch what the Senator was saying. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I say belore presenting the resolution I had a con- 
ference with the Senator from Missouri, and I understood him if not 
exactly to suggest it to concur in the proposition which I have presented. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state very frankly that I said to the Sen- 
ator that he must consult his sideof the Chamber. This is a question 
of the expenditure of the contingent fund of the Senate. The Senate 
| is Republican; the Republicans are responsible for it; and they must 
| take the lead in all such matters. Therefore, I have not said a word 

or interposed any objection. It is for that side of the Chamber to de- 
| termine what shall be done in such a matter. 
| I think myself the subject mentioned ought to be investigated, and 
| Isuggested to the Senator from Nebraska that the only way for the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its trib- 
| utaries to investigate it was by an extension of the resolution of Octo- 
| ber10th. That is the only way it can be done. It is for Senators on 
that side to determine whether they will at this late day entertain a 
resolution for incurring that amount of expense, whatever it may be. 
I do not know that there will be any material expense, but that is 
what I meant by saying to the Senator that [ did not propose to inter- 
pose any objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then I understand the ‘Senator withdraws his ob- 
jection. I will state that the resolution is in the interest of economy. 

This inquiry will have to be made at Omaha, and it is in the inter- 
e3t of economy that it should be undertaken. The inquiry should be 
made during the recess of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand, however, the ruling of the Chair 
to b@that a resolution involving payment from the contingent fund of 
the Senate must necessarily go to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the imperative requirement of 
the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Sothe question of objection or no objection would 
| have nothing to do with it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ifit is in order to do so, I move that the commit- 
tee be discharged from the further consideration of the resolution. As 
| a member and as acting chairman of that committee, I make that mo- 
tion, if it is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate be discharged from the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not been referred, has it? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It has been referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced its reference. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think that is going a long way. As the mat- 
.ter can not be done without a suspension of the rules and all that, I 
appeal to my friends on the other side of the Chamber that they ought 
not to undertake to go that far. I think itis hardly right, and I do 
not think there is one of you but must see that it is a very bad prece- 
dent. 

Mr. ALLISON (to Mr. PAppock). Let it go. 

Mr. PADDOCK. All right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is a dangerous precedent. 

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. Pappock). Withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. All right; I withdraw the motion to discharge the 
committee. 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
| eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
| ecutive session, the doors were reopened, and, on motion of Mr. ALLI- 
son (at 3 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.), the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Saturday, October 20, 1888, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 19; 1888. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Second Lieut. Charles P. Elliott, to be first lieutenant, October 2, 
1888, vice Smith, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
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Lieut. Col. Henry C. Hodges, deputy quartermaster-genera!, to 
assistant quartermaster-general with the rank of colonel, Oct 
1888, vice Saxton, retired from active 
Maj. George H. Weeks, quarterma ity t 
general with the rank of lieutenant ver 19 . 
Ho lges, pre moted. 
Capt. Lewis C. Forsyth, assistant quartermaster, to ! 
with the rank of major, October 19, 1888, vice Weeks, pre 1. 
Ninth Regiment of infan 
Second Lieut. Albert S. McNutt, to be first lieut t, O 17 
1888, vice Stivers, resigned 
Alfred Pleasonton, late major Second Cavalry, to major in the 
Army, October 19, 1888. 
Ninth J n t of Infant 
Additional Second Lieut. Matthew C. Butler, jr., of the Fourteenth 
\ \ ‘ 


Infantry, te be second lieutenant, October 17, 1882, McNutt, pro- 
moted. 
~~ h Regit nt of Car ur ‘ 
Additional Second Lieut. John P. R; 
be second lieutenant, October 2, 1888, vice Elliott, promo 


.T 


1, of the Third Cavalry, to 





APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Patrick H. Bryant, a resident of Tennessee, and Luther Lochman von 
Wedekind, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeons in the 
Navy, to fill existing vacancies in that grade. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles R. Bisbee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of St. John’s, in the State of Florida, tosueceed Edward Hopkins 
deceased. 

POSTMASTER. 

Charles J. Ackert, to be postmaster at New Paltz,in the county of Ulste1 
and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested In the President on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1888. 


CONFIRMATIONS. | tr 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October 19, 1888. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Alfred Pleasonton, late major Second Cavalry, to be major in the | 
Army. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Charles R. Bisbee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of St. John’s, in the State of Florida. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, October 19, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. CurHzRERt, 


D. D. 


rum present in the House. 

There may be no quorum actually on the floor at the p 
| and yet a quorum might appear upon a vote. 
now approve the 
and in order to prevent any difficulty or misu 


also to approve « 


edings of 


The Clerk read the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. | ing hea 


THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal will be ap- | 
proved as read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I object to the approval of the 
Journal, upon the point of order that I made yesterday morning and 
which I now renew, and bring to the attention of the Speaker of this 
House. The Speaker pro tempore held yesterday that the custom of 
the House overruled the rule which requires the presence of a quorum 
when the Journal is read and approved, and I desire to have a ruling 
upon that point now from the Speaker of the House, in order that such 
a decision as was made yesterday shall not stand permanently on the 
minutes as a precedent. The same point was raised in the second ses- 
sion of the Twenty-seventh Congress, and I desire to call attention to 
the proceedings upon it and to the action in that case, which sustains 
the point I made yesterday, that there must be a quorum present 
and that the Speaker must take cognizance of the fact that there is a 
quorum present before the Journal of the preceding day is read. I ask 
the Clerk to read from the Journal of the Twenty-seventh Cor 
the portion which I have indicated, omitting the votes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how does this matter com: 
this morning? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated in the usual form that unless ob- 
jection was made the Journal would be approved as read. ‘The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FarquHaR]| objects upon the ground, as 
the Chair understands it, that there is no quorum present in the House. 
and states that the same objection was made on yesterday morning; and, | 


he Journal wroceedings of 


As many as are in 
’ yesterday and the day 


avor of approving the Journals of 
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have made any point since the vote was taken. and the money was advanced for that purpose. The interest had been 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I mean that I do not now desire to press any point | paid by them, and was due for eighteen or twenty months. The money 
as to the absence of a q.orum, had been paid, I repeat, by these patriotic citizens, and they are out of 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not understand the gentleman to | pocket for that sum, they or their representatives of the State of Penn- 
have made any such point since the vote was taken. There wasa mere | sylvania up tothe present time. The bill for which I now ask consider- 
sugyestion on the part of the gentleman that there was no quorum | ation does no more than provide for an audit of the amounts so paid. 
present, and that the point indicated by him had heretofore been made Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Why did not the State pay the interest? 
and decided. Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Because the State had advanced 
Mr. FARQUITAR. I misunderstood the gentleman from Tennessee. | the money, and to pay the principal took all the amount of the repay- 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I misunderstood the gentleman from.New | ment that was made by Congress to the State of Pennsylvania. The 


r 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not understand the gentleman to | upon themselves the repayment of these individuals through Congress; 
| 
| 





York. I thought the gentleman had made the point. State paid both the principal and interest, and Congress so provided by 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I do not desire to raise any point now in regard | the act of April 12, 1866. But the entire amount was not paid. Con- 
to the absence of a quorum. gress appropriated $800,000 ,and the State received less than $700,000. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. The understanding was then that another settlement would be made; 


and the object of this bill is to carry out that understanding. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. As I understand it, then, the State of 
Pennsylvania has no interest in the question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes, it had, because the State 
undertook to see to the payment originally and the State to-day is seek- 
ing to have a reaudit of the account made. I am now simply asking, 
as one of the members from the State of Pennsylvania, to have this hill 
taken up and passed, which is at the instance of and in obedience to the 
desire of the executive authorities of the State of Pennsylvania. 

As I said before, this bill passed the Senate unanimously many 
months ago, was unanimously recommended by the Senate commnittce, 

and was unanimously reported by the War Claims Committee of this 
House through the chairman, General STONE, of Kentucky. The re- 
port is very full, setting out all the facts from beginning toend. But 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested | J can not say, I will state in great frankness to my friend, what the 
by the executive authority of the State of Pennsylvania and its ac- | bill proposes ultimately to do, but suppose, of course, an appropria- 
counting officers to call up the bill for the purpose of reauditing an ac- | tion will be asked to pay what is due. At present it only authorizes 
count in which that State is interested, and having the result of that | the auditing of theclaim. Thatisall lask. That is all the bill does. 
reauditing reported to this House at thenextsession. ‘This bill passed Nothing is proposed by this bill in any respect touching the ultimate 
the Senate in April last, and has been unanimously recommended by payment. It is simply for an examination and report as to the amount 
the Committee on War Claims, the Senate report having been adopted remaining due, that being the interest for this many months, which 
by that committee and presented to the House by its chairman, the | interest was paid by the individuals who advanced the money originally 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stone]. to the Government of the United States. They were told by those in 
I ask in these closing hours of this session that this bill may be taken | authority at the time that they would be repaid. But Governor Cur- 
up by unanimous consent and passed. The probabilities are, Mr. | tin in his patriotic orders of that day took upon himself to have the 
Speaker, that if passed to-day it may, between now and to-morrow at | matter brought before Congress then. That is the entire history ot 
1 o’clock, receive the approval of the President. The bill provides sim- | the transaction. 
ply for reauditing—nothing else. It makesnoappropriation. Itsim-| Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
ply requires a report to be made to this House. I ask, therefore, in | sylvania has suggested considerations which do great credit to his con- 
behalf of the State of Pennsylvania that the bill may be taken up and | stituents on the score of lofty patriotism on their part; but I respect- 
passed. It is Senate bill No. 2329. I am sure that, if properly under- | fuily submit to him that if we were to pay them for their patriotism 
stood, it will meet no objection from any quarter. in this way, it would rob them of that credit. 
Mr: TURNER, of Georgia. I would like the gentleman from Penn-| Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. This bill does not rob them of 
sylvania to state the character of the claim and its amount, the right to any credit. 
object being meanwhile reserved. Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But in all kindness to the gentleman 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, many years ago there | {rom Pennsylvania, whose wishes I have been always willing to second, 
was settled an account between the Government of the United States | as he knows, I desire to say that the principle of the bill involves a 
and the State of Pennsylvania for expenses which the State took upon | very large sum of money. The State of Massachusetts, as I happen to 
itself to pay, expenses incurred in raising and paying certain Union | remember, has a claim of the same character, amounting to hundreds 
regiments. So far as the principal of that account was concerned, | of thousands of dollars, and so with other States; the claims being 
amounting to some hundreds of thousands of dollars, it was paid by | scattered all over the United States. I think, before we commit our- 
act of Congress of April 12, 1866. But the interest, amounting to about selves to a principle of that sort, we ought to have more time to exam- 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. NEWELL, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment House joint 
resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 231) authorizing the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on the 
annual rolls their respective salaries for the month of October on the 
20th day of said month; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 232) making an appropriation to enable the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay all session employ¢s of the Senate and House for the full month 
of October. 

CLAIM OF STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA. 





$41,000, which the State of Pennsylvania assumed and absolutely paid | ine and a fuller attendance of members than we have now. I there- 
to the individuals who, in the first place, advanced this money, depend- | fore feel bound to object. 

ing upon the State of Pennsylvania to see that it was settled and upon} Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The entire amount involved would 
the assurance of Governor Curtin, then governor of Pennsylvania, that | not amount to more than $41,000. These patriotic gentlemen, at a 
he would see to it that it should be settled, was never paid to the State, | time when patriotism was needed in this country, evinced this patriotic 
though authorized by the same act of Congress, this bill being designed spirit, and paid the interest for twenty months or more, and they cer- 
to correct a mistake in the previous audit. The question came before | tainly ought to be remunerated for it, or the State which made itself 
the proper Departments of the Government—before the War Depart- | responsible. It is nothing more than right and proper and just. But 
ment and ultimately the Treasury Department. The matter was ac- | that is not the question to-day. The only thing I ask is to pass this 
quiesced in by the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, and | bill permitting the re-examination and reauditing ofthe account. It 
more recently received some indorsement from the late Secretary of the | does not involve, I think, any principle such as the gentleman from 
Treasury, Judge Folger. The State of Pennsylvania now simply asks | Georgia seems to apprehend. : 

that there may be a re-examination and a reauditing of that account, The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the matter is not before 
and a report to the House of that reauditing. There is no appropria- | the House. 

tion made by it. Itis, I will sayin all frankness, preliminary, perhaps, 
to asking an appropriation. But to-day the State of Pennsylvania, 
through me, asks only the passage of the Senate bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is very hard to resist an appeal from 
the State of Pennsylvania; and especially so when made by my amiable 
friend who now represents the voice of that Commonwealth in this re- 
quest. But the principle involved in this claim is one that is very far- 
reaching, as I understand. It is the question of interest on State claims 
of the character he mentions. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Let me interrupt the gentleman 


LABORERS IN CLOAK-ROOMS. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the resolution I send to the desk. Pe 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read subject to objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the laborers employed in the cloak-room of the House be re- 
tained during the recess and until the convening of the second session of the 
Fiftieth Congress, at the same rate of compensation they are now receiving; 
said compensation to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, it is well understood that the employ¢s 


toexplain there. Some patriotic citizensof the city of Philadelphia ad- | of the House engaged in the cloak-room will have to take up the car- 
vanced certain money during the rebellion, amounting in all to $700,000. | pets and clean up the Hall immediately after the sine die adjournment, 
Mr. WASHINGTON. In what year? and prior to the beginning of the next session they will have to re- 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The State authorities then took place the carpets. ‘They will be engaged here almost constantly during 
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the recess, and the object of the resolution is simply to give them com 
pensation during the period of their employment. . 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

RECONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC WORKS, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to ask consideration of a bill reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The 
ation of a bill the title of whi 

The Clerk read as follows: 


4 bill (H. R. 9 to authorize the city of Minneapolis, M 
and reconstruct certain public works 


eentleman from Minnesota asks for « 


h the Clerk will read 


The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present leration of 
the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me that I may 
ask unanimous consent to substitute a resolution for a bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. HOOKER, I ask unanimous consent to substitute the resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk for a bill which was unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on War Claims. 
the bill was to refer a claim to the Court of Claims, and to accomplish 
that it would have to go through both Houses, which of course can not 
now be done. I therefore offer the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to offer a resolution. 
Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent for its present considera- 
tion? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will yield for that. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the claim of J. H. Hurt, of Mississippi, with all the papers and 
proof in the same be, and the sa:ne is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3.1883, commonly known as the 


Bowman act, and the amendment thereto by section 14 of the act of March 
1887, commonly known as the Tucker bill. 


j 
Mr. KILGORE. Has the bill passed both Houses? 
Mr. HOOKER. It has not passed either House. The object is to 
substitute the resolution for the bill in order to get a reference made 
of the claim. 
Mr. KILGORE. I will be under the painful necessity of objecting; 
and I must demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- | 
ports. 


The objec t o1 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint reso- | 
lutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

A bill (H. R. 7964) granting to the Aberdeen, Bismarck and North 
western Railway right of way across a portion of the Sioux reserva- 
tion, in Dakota Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 10735) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Theodore Lewis; : 

Joint resolution ‘H. Res. 231) authorizing the Secretary of th: 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers 
and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on th 
annual rolls their respective salaries for the month of October on tli 
20th day of said month; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 232) making appropriations to enable the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay session employés of the Senate and House for the full month of 
October. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to dispense with the call of com- 
mittees for reports, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understand that the regular order is to go on 
vith the call of the roll of the House for the consideration of bills on | 
the Private Calendar, in the order that has been followed for several 
Fridays. 

The SPEAKER. Those bills are in Committee of the Whole Hous 
and the present occupant of the chair could not state what the orde1 
would be in committee. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move thatthe House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering bills on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire toask the gentleman from Kentucky whether 
he intends to have the order of taking up business on the Private Cal- 
endar which has been observed heretofore? 
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| from Georgia |Mr. TURNER] and the 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky I ¥ is f ) ttee that we 
it ww tt i der t t W ) ( day 
to ti g 

1 , = ’ 

ed to ha 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask ‘ ! 

The House divided: and the ives 17 3 4 

Mr. WHITE, of N \ : [ ove that t H ( 
journ. 

The qu n was put nd the Speake! 
scemed to ive it 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGI <entuck I 
I hope the gentleman will t , mom it I 

1 opp ity to correct the Rec I had a s what v 

juy y in which Lam 1 to say that | lac 
versation with Mr. Havemevyer on the sugar schedule, when I express] 
stated I had not had such a conversatior The whole connection WSs 
that it isa mistake; but it is about a matter that | t pu 
licly to make the correction Iask to doso now, asl h t wot 
into the city. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from New \ Mr. 
WHITE] allow me to make a single remark? By the resolution 
passed yesterday the House will adjourn at 1 o’clock to-mort and 

the House adjourn now to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow it will 
hardly give time for the usual committee to wait on the President I 
report to Congress. I therefore suggest to the gentleman from N 
York that he withdraw his motion and allow a motion to be 1 
a recess until some time before 12 o’clock—say half past 11 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I will withdraw the motion to : 
for the purpose of permitting that motion to be made 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If the House adjourn now 
deprive us of the usual Friday evening session ? 

fhe SPEAKER, It will. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Then I hope that the House will 
not adjourn, beca ise it will de prive the yp or pe ple who have yp 8100 


bills on the Calendar of the last chance to have their pension granted 
Laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I move that the House take ec 
until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 move to amend that motion so as to t i 
cess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to say in reference to what the gen! 
from Pennsylvania | Mr. O’NEILv] hassaid about getting a bil d 
so that it might reach the President to-morrow by | o'clock, t} 
is more business now before the President than he can dispos 
fore adjournment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsyivania. But to pass the bill is a gr 
ification to those having bills on the pension Calendar of the Hou 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of t ntle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to the motion of the gentieman 
from Georgia | Mr. TURNER], that the House take a recess till 11 o’ clock 


to-morrow morning. 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a parliamenta1 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BAYNE. Would it be competent for the House to ta ire 
cess to-night, after the consideration of pension bills, until t orrow 


at 11 o'clock? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 


rhe question was put on the amendment of Mr. Wi LER, and it 
was rejected. 

Che question then recurred on the motion to take a re until 1 
o'clock to-morrow 

The question was put; and tl Speaker announced tha noes 
seemed to have it 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia Division. 

The House divided: and there were—aves 19, noes 9 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But for the fact that I want to 
save the voice of the Clerk, I would endeavor to have tl yeas and nays 


called. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER. 


No quorum 
The Chair will appoint as tellers th ‘ eman 
ventleman from Ke i Mr. 
STONE | 
Che House divided; anc ellers 1 rted—a l 
Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move that t House do now ad- 


i. 
Fhe SPEAKER. Ch isan pending that has priority over 
that. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The House is now dividing 
The SPEAKER If objected to, of course the gentileman’s motion 
can not be made hen the House is dividing. 
Mr. BAYNI I ask unanimous consent that whenthe House adjourn 


to-day it be to meet at 11 o’ clock to-morrow 
| TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] ? 
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of Kentucky. 
sent, will it necessarily vacate the tak 
t question ? 


If the House decides that when it 





w of the vote 


-~ 


.djourns to-day 
it will adjourn to meet to-morrow at 11 o0’clock, it makes no decision 


7 


whatever as to the hour at which it will adjourn to-day. The House 
is left still in session. 

Mr. WHEELER. But the House can adjourn immediately, can it 
not? 


The SPEAKER It can adjourn immediately, in an hour, or at 
whatever time it chooses. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not wish to object to the motion, but ask | 
indulgence to remind the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE] 
who made the request that he forgot on yesterday to answer my ques- 
tion regarding the sugar trust and the sugar schedule. [ Laughter. ] 
The gentleman said he would come to that matter in a moment, but he | 
became so absorbed with other subjects that he forgot to give the de- 
sired information. 

i also wish to cajl attention to the apparent severity with which the 
Senate tariff bill deals with the industries of the three States whose 


~s 


electoral vote was so manipulated in 1876 by the Republican party 


managers 
chair. 
Having used those States to carry out their purposes, as illegal as 
that whereby Louis XIV seated his grandson on the throne of Spain, 
or Frederick the Great despoiled Maria Theresa of a part of her do- 
minions and annexed Silesia to Prussia, the Republicans now propose 
a change in the tariff laws which, if their theories are correct, would 
inflict great injuries upon Florida, Louisiana, and South Carolina. 
Scuth Carolina is chastised by reducing the duty on rice from 2} 
cents per pound to 1 cent per pound, and rice uncleaned is reduced 
from 14 cents to one-half of 1 cent per pound, and tar, pitch, and tur- 
pentine are put on the free-list. The industries of Florida are to suffer | 
by having the duty on her oranges reduced from 13 cents to 10 cents, 
while lemous are reduced from 16 cents to 10 cents, and sponges are 
placed o the free-list, and poor Louisiana has her sugar duty re- | 
duced from 83 to 41 per cent., and molasses below 56 degrees is placed 
on the free-list, which substantially puts all molasses on the free-list: 
for statistics show that while we imported 37,000,000 gallons of mo- 
lasses below 56 degrees, we imported only 2,000 gallons above 56 de- 
grees, and all molassescan be easily diluted toa point below 56 degrees. 
Now, it must be borne in mind the Republican party contends that 
high protection is a cure for all evils. That those industries are spe- 
cially blessed whose products are protected by a high or prohibitory 
tariff. They also contend that the tariff law of 1883 reduced the tariff 
upon all articles to the very lowest limit, and that the slightest change 


as_to enable them to seat Mr. Hayes in the Presidential | 
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Mr. Speaker, if that is agreed to by | 
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pauperism, death, and destruction; and with such a picture of possible 
desolation before them they, without a pang, attempt to change the 
tariff on the products of the States of Louisiana, Florida, and South 
Carolina, so as to bring about these dreadful results. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point oforder that 
there is no question before the House, and I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to place in the RecorpD a table which I 
have prepared, showing some of the extraordinary changes which are 
made in the Senate tariff bill to the detriment of the masses of the peo- 
ple. The table shows the increase in tax proposed by that bill upon 
some articles of wool and manufactures of wool. I do this under the 


| general permission. 





Tal I showing the tariff on wool and manufacturers of w ol, as pro ,08ed bi 
the Itouse and Senate bills. 























a Axtteles House | Senate 
S bill bill. 
LY . 
Per cent. | Per cent 
Scoured wool, value 30 cents or less per pound......... Free. 82 
2 | Combing wool, scoured, value 30 cents or less per 
POUNGE scrcrcvescooes dilingdeenlashaishpcaniniiaeliathiaasiennanabdaabbinn dient Free 73 
3 | Carpet wool, scoured, value 30 cents or less per pound..| Free. | 42 
3 | Woolen rags, shoddy, waste, etc., per pound................. Free. 26 
3 | Woolen cloths, valued not above 80 cents per pound....! 40 | 75 
3} | Woolen shawls, valued not above 80 cents per pound..| 40 | 68 
3 | Woolen yarns, valued between 30 and 40 cents per | | 
STINT ccncndennscbdiienenstdeuabinbelisuinbitnmbeiiaieaaieanbianiaeievarnsenss 40 | 134 
3 | Woolen manufactures not otherwise provided for, val- 
|} wed between 3) and 40 cents per pound.................. 40 148 
3 | Woolen balmorals, valued between 30 and 40 cents per | | 
D = Bs ickeiea ataiiaen | 40 | 130 
3 | Flannels, valued ab« 8 per pound........ “ 40 | 87 
3 | Blankets, valued not above 30 cents per pound............ 40 | 80 
3 | Blankets, valued between 30 and 40 cents per pound...| 40 | 64 
3 | Wool hats, valued not above 60 cents per pound........ ‘ 40 73 
3 | Women and children’s dress goods, weighing 4 ounces | 
or less per square yard, per square yard..................... } 40 | 93 
3 | Same, weighing over 4 ounces per square yard, per | | 
| DUONG PERG cscsierncnnesnsoscecevenness senrseccstntecs oss aha 40 74 
3 | Bunting, per square yard..... wnaitipnipepaeetion wine 40 90 
3 | Woolen cloaks, dolmans, etc., per pound.......................! 40 | 73 
3 | Woolen druggets and bockings, printed, ete., per | | 
| _ BQUATE YAP........ccercsrsserosseseersrsssecsseeses serene sevens hisinelician 40 74 
3 | Belts or felts for paper or printing machines, per pound..| 40 | 53 


I also wish to place in the RECORD a table which I requested to be 
furnished by the Bureau of Statistics, showing the value and duties col- 
lected on certain articles under existing law, and also showing the ex- 
cess in amounts of duty under the Senate substitute over and above 
like amounts under existing Jaw, as well as under the bill passed by 
the House on July 21, 1888. A table somewhat similar to this has 
been printed in the RECORD, but the bureau discovered errors in their 


in the direction of reduction must be followed by ruin, bankruptcy, | ealeulations which are corrected in this table. 


Valucs of and duties collected on the below-named manufactured articles entered for consumption in the United States during the year ending June 30 
y u } g ¥y g , 


1887 


7, with the estimated amounts of duty accruing on like imports under the provisions of House bill 9051 and the Senate substitute; also, showing 


the excess in amounts of duty under the Senate substitute over like amounts under the present laws and House bill 9051. 


both 








Duties collected under— 


Excess of duties under Senate substitute 











| | | over— 
aaahinn | Velues. Present laws. House bill. Senate substitute. Present laws. House bill. 
| | Av. ad Av. ad Av. ad P | Pe 
Amounts, | valorem Amounts, | valorem Amounts. valorem! Amounts, er | Amounts. = 
| | | rates. rates. rates. | comb. | cent. 
| | 
on | 
Wooiens: Per cent. Pe r cent. Per cent 
CROCS, «0.000000 secsseseceeees| $10, 022, 370.67 | $7,055, 824. 94 70. 40 | $4, COB, 948. 26 | 40.00 | $7,531, 853. 64 75.15 | $476,028.70 | 6.75 | $3,522, 905.38 87,88 
Dress goods .... .| 17,199, 141.02 | 12,398,974.92 | 72.09] 6,879,656.41 | 40.00 | 13,419,025.95 | 78.02 | 1,020,051.03{ 8.23] 6,539,369.54| 95.05 
Knit goods..,. 1, 980,453.74 | 1, 243,689.31 | 62, 80 | 792, 181.49 | 40.00 1, 423, 935, 33 | 71. 90 | 180, 246.02 | 14.50 | 631, 753. 84 79.44 
Shawls... dinidioend 1, 029, 998.19 | 654, 008, 00 | 63. 50 411, 999, 27 | 40.00 708, 154, 00 68,27 | 49, 146.00 7.51 | 291, 154.73 70. 67 
TEED canase eacnaetibvbeoines | 1, 747,562.09 | 1,207,734. 64 69. 11 699, 024, 84 | 40.00 | 1,989, 236, 45 113.83; 781,501.81 64.71 1, 290, 211. 61 186, 00 
Cottons: | | | | | 
Thread, not on spools...| 919, 702. 30 423, 759. 58 46. 08 355, 035 58 38. 60 466, 497. 26 50. 72 42,737.68 | 10.09 111, 461. 68 31.39 
TN steachmensavinnnunmsiaiiien 3,555, 347.28 | 1,617, 200.80 45. 49 1, 422, 138. 91 40. 00 1,777, O10. 63 49.98 | 159,809.83 9. 88 354,871.72 | 24.95 
Flax, hemp, and jute: | 
Brown and bleached | 
HineNB, ClC......00000000000008} 15, 589, 418. 55 4, 756, 296. 50 35. 00 3, 397, 354. 64 25.00 5, 435, 767. 42 40.00 | 679, 470. 92 14, 29 2, 038, 412. 73 60. 00 
Laces and embroideries. 1, 142, 473. 35 342, 742. 00 30. 00 342, 742. 00 30, 00 571, 236. 67 50.00; :; 57 66. 67 | 228,494.67 | 66.67 
BIG, vessvetnsuntvessscpstnbense | 789, 013, 50 276, 154.73 35, 00 118, 354. 02 15. 00 315, 605. 40 40, 00 14. 29 197, 251.33 166, 66 
Iron and steel: | i | 
Steel, informs notspec- | | | 
i ee | 6,091, 898, 65 2, 614, 385. 43 42.92 2, 614, 385, 65 42,92 3, 488, 080. 52 873,695.09 | 33.42 873, 695. 09 33. 42 
Railway bars.... 1, 000, 329. 00 813, 347. 49 81, 30 545, 853. 04 54. 57 | 777, 672. 29 : 65,675.20 | *7.79 231,819.25 | 42.47 
Tin-plates nies” Gebtalin 16, 883,813.95 | 5,706,433. 89 33.80 | Free............. REI 5, 706, 433. 89 SD Weabieintecectaciccedtathinest --| 5,706,433.19 | 100.00 
Needles, not for ma- j | 
chines .......... siieadiati 307, 484. 44 76, 871.10 25.00 | Free........0..... pomdetade weses 76, 871.10 TOO bo cciceess covncdnsceiel teviccnnstes 76,871.10 | 100.00 


* Minus, 





Nore.—The amounts of duty stated as “ collected”? under House bill and Senate substitute are estimated upon the imports of 1837, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU oF Statistics, Washington, D. C., October 11, 1888. 


To Hon. Josern WNEELEr, 


W. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau, 





Bia 














































PS ata PEt ap OPP EAA ARLE BEEP SD IS PARNER SR TOBE SBT: 





hartge) eit ect liole a 














CONGRESSIONAL 














I will also submit a table, likewise prepared by the Bureau of Stat 
ny tive ad valorem rates. The tablegives ad 
Average ad valk 
| collected 
under— 
} 
| 
i 
: | 
j 
Present 
laws 
At 
i » 1 
| At [rates At 
present House | present Senat 
j rates. | A es su 
my tu 
Per ct. | I , > , 
A. ¢ ! 3 29.11 30. 01 23.72 
Bb. Earthen and 53. 09 59. 56 7.82 
‘ Metal 41,12 40.77 42.13 
D,. Wooden wart 29. 32 18, 00 18.8 
BE. SUZAP ...ccccce | 63.41 82.03 41 
F.. Tobacco g 9 83. 32 7 
( Provisions 2 ‘ 22.16 8 
H. Liquors 72. 64 72. 64 i 
I Cottons 3 sewcedustcidodecsseuetane ‘ ) 99 40.74 
J. Hemp, flax, and jute .....cccccccceeceeeeeseerees 28.09 | 34.37) 24.81 1.73 |, 35.47 
K. Wool and woolens.. | 58.80] 68.99 40. 08 58. 80 66. 12 
L. Silk goods : 49.71 | 49.71 49.71 49.71 0). 67 
M. Books, papers, etc 22.14} 22.13 07 2 i 2 t 
N. Sundries : : suvosdiiinadenenn .| 26, 86 26. 80 24.78 27.92 28, 20 
| 47.07 0. 60 12.7 18,10 12.75 
Nores.—This table shows a deficiency of $380,050.37 in the va of, and of $220,791. 
annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. This difference is principal 








withdrawn free of duty from warehouse and of merchandise not dutiable under any the sch ules, If th rmounts had 1 included, the a ‘ i ‘ 
lorem rate of duty under the present laws would be 47.10 instead of 47.07 per cent 
The interpretation of House bill 9051 is that of the Committee on Ways and Means, Hous R senta Ls tl « of that co and 
of the Senate substitute that of the Senate subcommittee on tariff. 
The values and duties under both House bill and Senate substitute are computed on the importation of 1887, without speculating upon any } 
or decrease consequent upon a decrease or increase in t rates of duty imposed by the proposed bills. The computations have been made as ac us |} 
cable, but in many cases under the Senate substitute a ilation was made impossible by the change from an ad valorem to a specific rate of in s . 
cases no account has been taken of the proposed chang 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BuREAU oF Sratistics, Washinglon, D. C.,O 11, 1888 


Hon, Joserm WHEELER. 


I also submit, in tabular form, a comparative statemen 
the operations of the tariff under the existing laws, under the bill 





{1 in the duty collected on dutiable merchandise in 1887, as reported the 
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Comparative statement showing the operations under the present 1 rider House bill No. 9051, and ler the Senat hstitute, 7 t 

based upon the quantities and values of dutiable merchand tered for consumption in the United Slates during the year ending June 30, 1837 

Values of merchandise dutiable und Duties collected on merchandise d id 
Houss O51 S subs 
Schedules, 
Present laws. House = a P t laws 
9051 substitute. 
At present Atrates H 5 At present At rates Sen 
rates Dill Yo rates ate s 
A Chemicals bea ; $18, 864, 257. 96 $4,‘ 61.79 $1, 810, 400. 92 *$1, 602. ¢ 73 
B. Earthen and glass ware........ eosnnel 13, 056, 150. 43 7 4. 43 7,7 202. 42 7,548, 760. 03 
C. Metals 55,111, 922.37 1 745. 24 22’ 469, 401.89 18, SOL. 21 
D. Wooden ware. 7, 697, 06 { iS. 84 1, 385, 356.19 1 4 1,309 
E. Sugar..... 74,2 ». 20 58. ( 86. 34 56, 519, 995. 74 Qn 4 
F. Tobacco 10, 955. 03 } 127. 758. 26 ) 127 758 26 a : 
G. Provisions ...... . 39, 165, 566. 07 _ {1 188.4 6 2 ) 128 il 9 ) 619. 98 
Se cass cscacien vicunuvontes pieubete 10, 190, 946. 40 102, 242. 8 402, 242. 82 7,402 4 654 
I. Cottons Sacecccave ces ccesestodsnocsgessaste 30, 208, 851. 83 ]2, O81 7.43 1, 803, 687. 14 12 i j u 
J. Hemp, flax, and jute..........0.00s008- 33, 807, 282. 55 6, 639, 07 ) 4,793, 111.06 7,8 8 
K. Wool and woolens 60, 586, 613. 61 ), 239. 479. 40 16, 984, 966, 61 4.1 10, OF 4.4 
L.. Silk goods 31, 264, 278. 58 15, 540. 390. 70 15. 540, 300. 76 { 12, 
M. Books, papers, et 5, 214, 635. 21 1, 154, 369.4 1, 150, 812. 51 ‘ 1 1,2 AN 
N. Sundries 59, 580, 006. 88 14, 671, 037.4 13, 567, 34 7 14, 435 bi 1, 581, ¢ 
Betsunan 449, 945,271.15 | 379, 502,258.54 | 426,‘ 3.83 | 211 1,632.49 | 192,0 ‘ 
* $36,986 ; duty, $3,773.69 from free-list. + $3 $574,843.41 { : 

These tables clearly show the superiority of the House bill to the Sen- | cent pepper 60 per cent., his t » 180 l 
ate bill as a measure of relief for the people—particularly for the far: . | per his window-glass 60 per cent., his > pe nt., ho 

Pine Senate bill proposes to deprive the farmer of whatever small pro- | shoe nails 55 per cent., his hammers 20 per cent plows 45 per cent 
tection they have heretofore accorded him, and to increase the burdens | his t: chains 55 per cent., | 25 per cent., his carpet 50 pe 
he has to bear wher ver it can be done. Heaven knows his burden is | cent., his sheets 45 per cen u h nkets &5 per cent. 
grievous enough without increasing the exactions. Nor does this list include all the taxes the poor agriculturist mu 
ay nder the present law his flannel shirt is taxed 95 per cent., his coat | pa His wife’s broom is taxed 30 per cent., her cooking utensils 
odo per cent., his shoes 35 per « ent., his hat 85 per cent., his bucket 55 per cent., her cooking soda 50 per cent., her needles 25 cent., he 
per cent., his tin wash-basin 55 per cent., his cotton towel 45 per cent., | spool thread 74 per cent., her calico dress 55 pr nt ithe yarn 
his plates 50 per cent., his knives and forks 35 per cent., his salt 60 per | she knits into socks for her husband and children is taxed 40 per cent. 































ABN erp sg mare 








' 










CPRMG 4 


Se ERIE tenetn _— 


sae iaaiiaemnanonieen 


bs 
a 


pees 





9612 


In fact, whether in his house, in his field, at his table, in his bed, 
or on his knees the farmer is taxed by every possible device, on every 
conceivable article he must use. 

MILIAONAIRES AND MORTGAGED FARMS. 


One statement of an unquestionable and undeniable fact will suffice 


to show that the tendency of Republican legislation has always been to 


oppress the farmer. 

When the Republican party came into power the millionaires of the 
country could have been counted on the fingers of one pair of hands, and 
mortgages on farms were, comparatively speaking, unknown. To-day, 
as the logical outcome of the Republican policy, millionaires are count- 
less and most of the farms in the West and Northwest are mortgaged to 
the money barons of the manufacturing States of the East and North- 
east. 

That this is no exaggerated statement is shown by the dispatches 
which constantly appear in the public press. One of recent date is in 


these words: 
MINNEAPOLIS, MiINN., October 17. 


M. J. Horsemann, of this city, who has been investigating the condition ofthe 


farmers in Ramsey County, Dakota, who were reported to be starving todeath, | } hat. 
| be adopted as a substitute in lieu thereo 


returned last night. He says there are seventy families who are absolutely 
destitute of food and fuel, and something must be done, and immediately, or 
they will starve to death. The real condition of the people is beyond descrip- 
i . 

7 Men, women, and children are in rags, and they have nota cent in the world. 
Their crops were totally destroyed, and their land, stock, and farm implements 
are mortgaged up to their full value, and the mortgagers are threatening fore- 
“Tia absolute distress prevailed every where. 

crying, and men were going barefooted and in rags. 

Do the gentlemen of the Republican party believe that the people, 
the great body of workers whose sacrifices in war and labors in peace 
have made this country great, glorious, and wealthy, would ever know- 
ingly have imposed such burdens upon themselves ? 

No, Mr. Speaker, they can not believe it themselves and can not ex- 
pect such an absurdity to be credited by others. Thanks to the saga- 
cious leadership of our courageous President, the people have been 
aroused, 
many weary and sorrowful years made victims of an unparalleled sys- 
tem of wrong and extortion. 

The intelligent and impartial jury of the American people is now 
called upon to decide this great and momentous question. That it will 
be decided in the interest of right and justice I can not doubt. That 
we must ultimately triumph in this righteous contest I believe as 
firmly as I believe that to-morrow’s sun will rise. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. There is noth- 
ing before the House, except a request for unanimous consent. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE]? 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like an answer to my question. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. Ezra B. Tay- 
LOR] insists upon the regular order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the deficiency 
bil! has not yet been returned with the President’s signature, and that 
several other bills are in the same position, it seems quite important 


Women and children were 


Day by day they are learning how they have been through | 
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though their terms expired on the 3d day of March, 1887. The reso- 
lution I desire to offer now is simply intended to repeal that one, so 
as to permit books ordered by the Forty-ninth Congress to be appor- 


| tioned by the Doorkeeper as they come in to members of the Fiftieth 








| 
! 


| 
| 
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Congress who were not members of the Forty-ninth. I think it is 
right and proper and ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presentation of the re- 
quest? If not, the resolution will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The original resolution was introduced by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAIDLAW], whom I do not now see 
in the House. The Committee on Printing thought that his resolution 
did not exactly cover the matter, and therefore recommend a substi- 
tute. The reading of the report will explain this matter, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred a House resolution “ that 
all documents and books published by the authority of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress which now stand to the credit of such members of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress as are not members of the Fiftieth Congress shall be, and the same hereby 
are, placed to the credit of their successors, respectively.’’ report the same back 
with a recommendation that it do not  —_ but that the following resolution 

** Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, instructed to apportion to the members of the Fiftieth Congress all 
books which have not yet been apportioned, including all the volumes of the 
second edition of Wharton’s Digest, notwithstanding the resolution of the House 
of March 2, 1837, introduced by Mr. Hammond, which is hereby repealed.”’ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution reported by the Committee on Printing; which was 
adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the original resolution, 
for which the resolution just adopted was a substitute, will lie on the 
table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that a resolution on the same subject, 
introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WALKER], be also 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. 
made. 


In the absence of objection, that order will be 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion that the 
House take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. Gentlemen 
desiring to vote on that question will pass between the tellers and be 
counted. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I renew the request made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that when the House adjourns 


; to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 


TheSPEAKER. Is-there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I now withdraw the motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs on the motion made by the 


that the House should have two hours to-morrow, and [ do hope that | gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. StoNE] that the House resolve itself 
unanimous consent will now be given that when we adjourn to-day it | 


will be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow, and I do trust that neither 
the tariff question nor any other will be allowed to interfere with that 
simple, single proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
will please come forward and pass between the tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move a call of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will announce the resuit so far. Upon 
this question the yeas are 12 and the nays 6. Does the gentleman still 
insist upon the point of no quorum ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I do. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WHITE] movesa call of the House. 

The question was taken on the motion to order a call of the House, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move that the Housedo now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 14, noes 18. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent, pending the count by tellers, to offer a resolution which applies to 
the distribution of publications to members of the House. I think 
every member of the House is interested in the matter, and while this 
is not a question of privilege, yet it trims very close to it, and I think 
no member will object to the passage of the resolution. It will be re- 
membered by gentlemen who were here at the time that on the last 
day of the Forty-ninth Congress Mr. Hammond, of Georgia, intro- 
duced a resolution providing that publications ordered by the Forty- 
ninth Congress should be continued to members of that Congress al- 


Gentlemen who desire to vote | 


| 


| 
| 


into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish the gentleman would withhold his motion 
for a moment while I present a proposition to which I understand there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
journ, 

The SPEAKER. That has been decided in the negative. 

Mr. KILGORE. Upon the motion that the House go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar the point of ‘‘ no quo- 
rum ’’ was raised. 

The SPEAKER. Therefore that question is still pending. No quo- 
rum having voted, the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. K1LGore] and the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. STonE]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 19, noes 8. 

The House accordingly (at 1 o’clock p. m.) adjourned until to-mor- 
row morning at 11 o’clock. 


I understood there was a motion pending to ad- 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11607) granting a pension to 
John Cummin to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. MCSHANE: A bill (H. R. 11608) granting a pension to Al- 
bert A. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PETITION. 


The following petition was laid on the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition for reduction of taxes on dental and sur- 
gical goods—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, October 20, 1888. 
The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLEeR, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 


sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee of two members of the Senate be appointed, to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to 
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that Congress, 
having finished its business, will be ready to close the present session by an 
adjournment to-day at 1 o’clock p. m, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall the committee be ap- 
pointed ? 
Mr. ALLISON and others. By the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution being silent, the Chair | 
will designate, if there be no objection, to serve upon the committee | 


named in the resolution the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULsBURY]. 
CIVIL-SERVICE INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to submit the views of the minority of 


the select committee appointed to examine into the condition of the | 
civil service. I ask that the order hitherto made by the Senate for the | 
printing of the majority report be extended so as to include these views | 


of the minority. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 117) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
the election of Senators by the votes of the people of the States; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The joint resolution is introduced in pursuance 
of instructions of the Legislature of my State, and I will state that it is 
also in accordance with my own judgment. I ask that the joint reso- 
lution be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The joint resqfution was ordered to be printed in the RecorD and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the following amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States; which, when rati- 
fied by three-fourths of said Legislatures, shall become and be a part of the Con 
stitution, namely: 

Strike out the word “ Legislature”’ in the first clause of section 3 of Article I 
and substitute in lieu thereof the word * people ;"’ so that said clause shall be 
as follows: 

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the people thereof for six years; and each Senator shall 
have one vote.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 118) to amend 
and enlarge the provisions of a joint resolution approved July 25, 1266, 
entitled “‘Joint resolution to refer the claim of the administrator of 


Richard W. Meade, deceased, to the Court of Claims; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers accompanying the bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for 


important services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek Sta- | 


tion, Wyoming, and for loss of property taken by the Sioux Indians. 
RECESS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess until 12 
o’ clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wouldit not be better to take a recess nominally 
and yet be in a condition to receive any message that may come, with 
the understanding that no business shall be transacted until the hour 
named? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 11 o’clock and 12 minutes a. m. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate will informally take a recess, and | 


business will be resumed as occasion may require. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
as The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. mn. ). 
The Senate will receive a message from the House of Representatives. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
233) authorizing the exhibits made by the Government at ithe centen- 


nial exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States at Cincinnati. | 
Ohio, to remain at said exposition until and including the 15th day of | 
November, 1888; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. | 

The message also announced that the House had passed a resolution | 


— that a committee of three members on the part of the House 
appointed, to join a similar committee on the part of the Senate. to 


wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that the | 
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| two Houses of Congress are ready to adjourn, and to respectfully in- 
quire whether he has any further communication to make to them. 
The message also @nounced that the Speaker had appointed Mr. 
McMILLIN, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, and Mr. RYAN as the commit- 
| tee under the foregoing resolution of the House. 
GOVERNMENT EXHIBITS AT CINCINNATI EXPOSITION 

Mr. TELLER. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
' lution which Kas just come from the te} 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read the 
first time by its title. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 233) authorizing the exhibits made by 
the Government at the centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and 
Central States at Cincinnati, Ohio, to remain at said exposition until and 
including the 15th day of November, 1888, was read the first time by 
its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution will be read the second time at length 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution was read the second time 
at length, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of July 16, 
} 1888, a report from the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, together with 
charts and tables prepared under his direction, upon the climate of 
Oregon, and upon the climatic and other conditions of the agricultural 
districts of Eastern Oregon and Washington Territory, ete.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 12 0’clock and 35 minutes p. m. a message m the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 233) authorizing the 
exhibits made by the Government at the centennial exposition of the 
Ohio Valley and Central States at Cincinnati, Ohio, to remain at said 
exposition until and inmeluding the 15th day of November, 1888; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 





PKESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 


A message from the President of the United 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that t 
the 19th instant approved and signed the follow 
lutions: 

An act (S. 45) for the relief of Col. James C. Duane; 

An act (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Fenno, deceased; 

An act (S. 1137) for the relief of Adam L. Epley: 

An act (S. 307) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy; 

An act (S. 1482) granting a pension to Sarah C. Taylor; 

An act (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary M. 
| Ord: 

An act (S. 2110) granting the right of way for the construction of a 
railroad through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas; 

An act (S. 1494) to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their 
| proportion of certain proceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883; 

An act (S. 3597) to provide for the disposal of the Fort Wallace mili- 
tary reservation in Kansas; 

An act (S. 2802) to fix the number of unbound and bound Journals 
of the Senate and House of Representatives and to provide for their 
distribution; 

An act (S. 3620) supplementary to the act approved February 3, 1887, 
| entitled ‘‘An act to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
| dent and Vice-President and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon;’’ 

An act (S. 3433) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept 
the surrender of and cancel land patents to Indians in certain cases; 
| Joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
| United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Re- 
public a diploma conferring the decoration of commander of the Na- 
tional Order of the Legion of Honor; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 112) authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 
| ceive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Henry 
Lecomte, of Switzerland; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Secretary of War to pro- 
tect the Washington Aqueduct tunnel. 


tates, by Mr. O. L. 
President had on 


ts and joint reso- 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDE? 


At 12 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m. Mr. ALLISoN and Mr. SAULS- 
BURY, of the joint committee appointed to wait upou the President of 
the United States and notify him that Congress was ready to adjourn, 
| appeared at the bar of the Senate, and 

Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee appointed by this 
body, in association with a similar committee from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, have the honor to inform the Senate that they communi- 
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cated to the President of the United States the fact that the two Houses 
were now ready to adjourn unless he had some further communication 
to make, and in response he stated that he had go further communica- 
tion to submit. 


THANKS TO PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MORGAN inthechair), The reso- 
lution will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolred, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and hereby are tendered, to 
Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, President pro tempore of the Senate, for the uniformly 
able, courteous, and impartial manner in which he has presided over its delib- 
erations 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. [Putting the question.] The resolution is unanimously 
adopted. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 1 o’clock p. m.). Senators, grati- 
tude impels and usaze permits the Chair to postpone for an instant 
the moment of our separation to acknowledge the honor of your resolu- 
tion of confidence and approval. 

But justice demands the admission thatif the Chair has succeeded in 
the discharge of the delicate and important duties of his position; if 
order has been maintained in debate; if the laws have been impartially 
administered; if promptness, facility, and correctness in the transaction 
of publie business have been secured; if the traditions of the Senate, 
which are its noblest heritage, have been preserved inviolate, it is due 
to your considerate indulgence, to your constant and cordial co-opera- 
tion. Without these the greatest abilities could not succeed; with 
these the humblest faculties could not fail. 

The termination of the longest continuous session of the Senate since 
the foundation of the Government approaches; and trusting that the 
Supreme Power, which controls the destinies of nations as well as the 
fortunes of men, may, during the brief interval of your labors im this 
Chamber, continue His beneficence to each of you personally, to the 
families of which you are members, to the States of which you are rep- 
resentatives, and to the country of which you are citizens, the Chair 
announces that the Senate stands adjourned without day. ? 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate, October 16, 1888. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 
Charles W. Irish, of Nevada, to be surveyor-general of Nevada. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, October 20, 1888. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Rev. J. H. CurnHsert, D.D., 
offered the following prayer: 

Oh, Thou whose throne is in the heavens, and whose kingdom ruleth 
over all, the Judge of the earth, the Sovereign of the universe, our 
God and our Father! draw nigh unto us as we attempt to draw nigh 
unto Thee. Let Thy blessing be upon all who are in authority in the 
land, both State and National; Thy servant, the President of the 
United States, both Houses of Congress, the members of the Supreme 
Court, and especially this assembly. Grant unto these Thy servants, 
O God, that they may be faithful stewards of the trust committed unto 
them, and by their zeal and devotion may truly represent the people 
and approve themselves as ministers of God to them for good and not 
for evil. And grant unto the people they represent that appreciation 
of this high and responsible service that will lead them profoundly to 
sympathize with Thy servants here. 

We thank Thee for all that Thou hast done during this session by 
Thy servants. Whatever has been wrong in spirit or in action, in 
mercy forgive. Whatever has met with Thy approval, confirm, O Lord, 
and establish; establish Thou the work of their hands upon them; yea, 
the work of their hands establish Thon it. 

We thank Thee, most merciful Father, that in so large an assembly, 
so few of Thy servants have been summoned away by death, and that 
many who have been sick well nigh unto death have been in Thy merci- 
ful providence restored. The shadows have fallen upon their house- 
holds, but the goodness and mercy of our God have been extended to 
them all. 

And now let Thy blessing be upon them in this parting interview— 
Thy servant, the Speaker of the House, all its officers, all the members, 
present or absent; the representatives of the press, who have recorded 
these proceedings, the witnesses of these proceedings. The Lord watch 
over and between usall. Our fathers, whereare they? and the proph- 
ets, do they live forever? Like shadews they have gone; like shad- 
ows we follow them. Whatever time we are in trouble be Thou our 
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helper; whatever time we are in darkness, uncertainty, and doubt, be 
Thou our guide, our guide even unto death, and through death to the 
general assembly and church of the first-born in heaven. 

Our Father, who art in heaven; hallowed be Thy name, Thy king- 
domcome. Thy will be done upon earth even asitis in heaven. Give 
us this day our daily bread. Forgive us our trespasses as we forgive 
those who trespass against us. Lead us not into temptation. Deliver 
us from evil. Lor Thine is the kingdom, and the power, and the glory, 
forever. Amen. 

THB JOURNAL. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal, if there be no objection, will be ap- 
proved, with a slight correction in referenee to a part which relates to 
the decision of the Chair yesterday morning. It is simply a verbal 
The Chair hears no objection. 

OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent to submit at 
this time for consideration a joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| Joint resolution authorizing the exhibits made by the Government at the cen- 


tennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States at Cincinnati, Ohio, 

to remain at said exposition until and including the 15th day of November, 

1888, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That authority is here- 
by granted to continue until and including November 15, 1888, the exhibits 
made by the Government at the centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and 
Central States at Cincinnati, Ohio, under authority of the act approved May 23s, 
1888, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. This is simply to authorize a continuance 
of the exhibits until the date mentioned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I see no objection to the joint resolution. 


There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 233) was con- 


sidered, read a second time, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. McMILLIN submitted the following resolution; which was 


read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members of the House be appointed to 
join a similar committeeon the part of the Senate to wait on the President of 
the United States and inform him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to 
oan, ane respectfully inquire if he hasany further communication to make 
to them. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. McMILLIN, of Tennessee, Mr. Tur- 
NER, of Georgia, and Mr. Ry AN, of Kansas, members of the committee 
on the part of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I move that the House take a recess 
until 12 o’elock and 30 minutes p. m. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 
for a moment to permit me to submit a resolution authorizing the Door- 
keeper to employ certain laborers now on the roll, and who will be nec- 
essary in his department during the recess. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Very well; I will hear the resolution. 


LABORERS UNDER DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit the resolution I send to the desk, 
and hope the House will agree to its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
- Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized and directed to re- 
tain in the service and pay of the House during the month of November all per- 
sons employed by the session in his department now on the laborers’ roll, in- 
cluding T. K. Hackman, the riding page, and the assistant folder in the seal-room, 
at the same rate of compensation now paid said persons; and the Clerk of the 
House be directed to pay said persons out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. These employés are necessary principally in 
the care of the furniture under the Doorkeeper. There are seven or 
eight of them in all; and the Doorkeeper desires to be permitted to re- 
tain them during the time mentioned. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I now renew the motion that the House 
take a recess until 12 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to amend the motion by making it 12 
o’clock. We are compelled to adjourn at 1 o'clock to-day, and some- 
thing may transpire to oceupy the remaining hour of the session that 
would be of great importance to the country. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will state to the gentleman that the 
half hour remaining of the session has been decided to be ample. 
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An act (H. R. 10606) to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, 
and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to the said port of Lincoln; 


An act (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and retire | 


Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of major; 
An act (H. R. 4765) for the relief of G. W. McAdams: 


An act (H. R. 11181) making an appropriation for the enforcement 


of the Chinese exclusion act; 

An act (H, R. 8962) for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson; 

An act (H. R. 4601) to amend the naval record of Nickolas Leuschen, 
Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum; 

An act (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
Carolina; 

An act (H. R. 6514) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

An act (H. R. 11599) to authorize the Postmaster-General to rent a 


suitable building in the city of Washington to be used as a mail-bag | 


repair-shop, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1641) for the erection of a light-house, at or near a 
point midway between Barnegat and Navesink lights, in the State of 
New Jersey; 


An act (H. R. 1249) for establishing a light-house and fog-signal on 


Roe Island, Suisun Bay, California; 


An act (H. R. 5700) to facilitate the transportation of life-saving and | 


light-house supplies at Hog Island, Virginia; 

An act (H. k. 7604) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 

An act (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutter Jones; 

An act (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall; 

An act (H. R. 10735) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Theodore Lewis, of Louisiana; 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 229) to print the agricultural report for 
1888; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) authorizing the Secretary of the Senate 


and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers and | 


employés of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on the an- 
nual rolls their respective salaries for the month of October on the 
20th day of said month; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 232) making appropriations to enable the 
Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay the session employés of the Senate and House for the fall month of 
October; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 233) authorizing the exhibits made by the 
Government at the centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and Cen- 
tral States at Cincinnati, Ohio, to remain at said exposition until and 
including the 15th day of November, 1888. 

NoTe.—The message also announced that the following bills having 
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been presented to the President on October 5, 1888, and not having 
been returned by him to the House of Congress in which they origi- 
nated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become 
laws without his signature: 

An act (H. R. 6022) granting a pension to Smith Bodkins; 

An act (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 

An act (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Catharine Mulligan; 

An act (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph W. Filler; 

An act (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 

An act (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; and 

An act (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. Garrett. 

THANKS TO OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House be tendered to the Clerk and the offi- 
| cers of this House for the courteous discharge of their duties. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, Inow de- 
| clare this House adjourned sine die. 


PRIVATE BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule a private bill of the following title was introduced 
| and referred as indicated below: 
sy Mr. BUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 11609) granting a pension to 
Hellen A. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of Eunice G, Saunders, widow of 
William Saunders, for a widow’s pension—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Tynen, Stephen Winningder, Daniel Whitman, 
and Horace Merrill, for pension as veterans of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of John Tynen and others—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, Maine, Ala- 
bama, Missouri, Mississippi, Virginia, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Michigan, 
Indiana, Georgia, and California, in favor of pure lard and pure food 
and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of citizens of Pickett County, of 
Henderson County, and of Sunbright, Tenn., in favor of pure lard and 
| pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





























